a 


Between the $ 


| + he 


eparation of Pro- 


F 


\ 


teſtants from the 
hurch of Rome, 


And. the Separation of Diſfſen- 
 -* xers-franm the -.- . * 


Church of England 


- 


WN DON: 
. Collins, for Thomas Baſſet | 


OF nd No 


. the George in Fleetſtreet. 


" 29 tte ee 
. 


— —_ —— ee Ee ee RE EE ron : 75 Eo— YG A jaw | 


we ALE 7 we 44 wes 216 OMe Sr tot hee ts £4 £26 ES. OO 
, , A 4 . - ry 
p v 


—_—_— A + ae ti. a 


—_——___—_—_—_— 


The Difference of the Caſe, between the Separation 


of Proteſtants from the Church of Rome, and 
the Separation of Diſſenters from the Church 
of England. 


Ince the happy Reformation of this Church, they 
of the Romiſh Perſwaſion have with their utmoſt 
Art inſinuated, that our Reformation proceeded 

upon Principles DeſtruCtive of all Order and Government 

in the Church ; and that it naturally tends to endleſs 

Separations. To this end they have laſt] hold upon that 

advantage which the Diviſions amongſt Proteſtants have 

offered them, and faid, that the Reafons upon which 
we ground our Separation from the Church of Rome, will 
hold to juſtifie the Separation of the Diſenters from the 

Church of England. And the Truth is, ſome of the Dif- 

ſenters have been fo Indifcreet, to fay no. more, as ta 

alledge the fame rhing. And Lam very ſorry that Men 
of the ſame Perſwaſion with us, in Oppoſition to the 

Impious Errors and Prattices of the Roman Church, 

ſhould /give ſo much Countenanee'to that grievousCharge 

upon the Reformation, as ſome'of-them havedone. Thy 

Papiſts are too much beholden'to them for giving the 

Occaſion of this, Aecufation : Þut” xo joyn with. them 

in the ſame Charge, is too great'a kindneſs in all Rea- 

ſan, and. indeed Deſttufive of" the Common Cauſe 
of the Reformation, by Infinuating one of theſe two 
things, either that there was. no. Reaſon for this Separa- 
tion on either part ;. or elſe that notwithſtanding our 
pretended Reformation, we are Mill ag had as the Church 
of Rome :* for otherwife they cannot Have the fame Rea- 
ſon to ſeparate from us, that we had. at firſt to ſeparate 
from that Church, T: 
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' T ſhall endeavour with Gods help to ſhew 1n a ſhort 
and plain Diſcourſe upon this ſubjeq, that the Caſes 


are vaſtly different ; and that we have very good Rea» 


ſons wherewith to juftifie our Separation from the 
Church of Rome; and that the Diſſenters who forſake 
our , Communion , cannot by any good conſequence 
from thoſe Reaſons, warrant their Separation from our 


Church. 
In this attempt, I am ſenſible that I have Adver- 


faries on both ſides; and that it often happens to be a 


nice and hazardous buſineſs to determine between two 
Extremes. But I: hope there is no reaſon to apprehend 
great Danger in this Caſe ; ſince it is the fame falſe 


Charge againſt the Reformation, in which theſe Extreme 


Parties agree; &nd it is of that nature, that 'tis all one 
whether T confute- it againſt the Papi/ts, or againſt the 
Proteſtant Separatiſts ; tor if it be diſproved againſt one, 
This is our Caſe , that as-we charge thoſe of the 
Separation from our Church with Schi/m, ſo do the 
Romaniſts charge us of the Church of England with 
Schiſn too: But with this Difference, as we pretend, that 
we. have good Reaſon: for. that,. ſo. haye not they for 


this. For Schiſm is a.Cauſeleſs Separation from a Church. 
' And we think we. may appeal to all Diſintereſſed and 


Judicious Chri/ſtiays,. that we , have ſhewn our_ Separa- 
tion from Rome to be grounded upon Juſt and Necef- 
fry Cauſes ; but that the Diſſenters have ſhewn none 
ſuch-for their "Separation from -us..- And, when all is 


done, it ſhould not incline any. man to think. that. the- 
Truth is either with the Rowanift, or with the Diſſenter, 


becauſe the charge of Schiſm is laid by the Romaniſt a- 
gainſt us, and by us. againſt the Separari/t with equal 


confidence, unleſs he ſees withal that it is laid with equal 


For it was not indeed to be expeSted, but that when 
: . ſome 
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The Difference of the Caſe, &c. 
fome Proteſtants demanding a farther Reformation, ſe- 
parated from our Church, this pretence would ſoon 
after be ſet on foot both by thoſe of the Church of 
Rome, and by thoſe of the Separation. It lay fair for 
them both, and right or wrong, was likely to be taken - 
up by both ; ſince it would ſerve exceedingly well to 
help a bad Cauſe, and to give popular colours to the 
weak Arguments, both ot the one and of the other 
ſide. The Romaniſt was not likely to forego ſuch an 
advantage as the Separation of our Diſſenters gave him, 
to diſgrace the Reformation amongſt thoſe that loved 
Unity.® Nor was the Separatiſt likely to'omit that ad- 
vantage which our Retormation gave him, to com- 


mend his Separation from us, under the notion of a far- 


ther Separation from Rowe, to thoſe that abhorred 
Popery. And therefore it will ſtand all diſcreet Perſons 
in hand to weigh the merits of the Cauſe on both ſides, 
and not to admit any prejudice againſt our Commu- 
nion in favoureither of the Papi/t or the Sefary, meerly 
becauſe they both ſay, that in juſtifying our Separation 
from the Papiſt, we vindicate the Separation of the 

Sefary from our ſelves. EMBL cf h 
I muſt not in this narrow compaſs pretend to enter 
upon a Diſcuſſion of the:ſeveral Queſtions controverted 
between us and our Adverfaries.on both ſides ; but ſhall 
take it for granted, that what has been faid-in Anſwer 
to the ſeveral ObjeAions. of the Dzſſenters againſt our 
Communion has been well. argued- againſt, themw': And 
likewiſe that in charging the Church of Rowe with thoſe 
ſeveral Corruptions in DoErine , and: PraQtice-, which 
have made her Communion Intolerable, we have faid 
upon each point no more than what has been well 
proyed. agaunik that Church; and which upon, all fit 
ecaſions, we. ſhall, by the . Gzace of God, be ready 
to make good again, But:my principal deſign; is to 
ſhew, that there is no manner oi Inconſiſtence in 'the 
| way 
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way Wwe take to vindicate our ſelves from Schi/m char- 
| es upon us -by the Church of Rowe, with thoſe princi- 
ples upon which we accuſe our Diſfenting Brethren of 
that fault, who ſeparate from the Church of England - 
And that the Romaniſ# cannot take our Arguments a- 
gainſt the Separation of the Diſſenters, to condemn our 
Reformation ; nor the Separatiſt our Reaſons againſt the 
.Communion of the' Romani/?, to acquit himſelt in-forſa- . 
king the Communion of our Church. 
This T-conceivewill. be made to appear, 1. By laying 
down: thei Reaſons on both ſides ; thoſe by which we 
pretend to juſtifie our Separation from the Chureh of 
: Rome ; ' and thoſe upon which the Diſſenters lay the 
ſtreſs of their Separation from us. 
2. By comparing them together, that we may judge 
- wherein and how far theſe Caſes agree with, or difter 
from one another. | k 
'Tn laying down the Reaſons on both ſides, I ſhall be- 
gin with the grounds upon which this Church ſeparated 
trom the Church of Rome ; and then proceed to thoſe 
- upon which the Diſſenters ſeparate from us. 
| 1. To the Church of Rome charging vs with Schiſm, 
we Anſwer in general : That our Separation from her 
was neceſſary, by reaſon of thoſe Corruptions in her 
Communion, which we could not comply with againſt 
.the Conviftion of our:Conſciences. . More particularly 
we ſay, That this Church of England had no dependance 
upon the Authority of the Church of Rowe, which 
"She might not lawfully throw off, and rhat She does 
not owe any Subje&ion to the Biſhop-of Rowe, but had 
juſt Power, without asking his leave, or ſtaying for his 
Conſent, to Reform Her ſelf And withal, that the 
Church of Rome ought to have Reformed Her elf, as 
we have Jone, ſince there were moſt neceſſary Cauſes 
for ſo doing; the Communion of that-Church being de- af 
filed with the profeſſion of thoſe damnableErrors, _ | 
| the 
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The Difference of the Caſe, &c- 
the practice of thoſe Superſtitions and Idolatries which 
we have done awams To this purpoſe we challenge 
thoſe of that Communion with the particulars of their 
DofArine of Tranſub/tantiatien, their Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
their Service in an unknown Tongue, their half Communion, 
their Worſhip of Images, their Adoration of the Hoſt, and 
the reſt of thoſe Abominations, whereof the Communion 
of that Church doth in great part conſiſt, Weacknow- 
ledge, that we ſeparated trom them in theſe things, when 
we Reformed our felves; but in ſo doing we were not 
guilty of Schiſm from the Church of Rowe, and that if 
nothing elſe were to be ſaid, becauſe this Church owes no 
SubjeRtion to that : but withal that the Cauſes of the Re- 
formation being ſo neceſſary as we pretend them to be, 
the Separation of Communion that enſued upon our be- 
ing, and their hating to be Reformed, was on our ſide 
juſt and neceſſary upon that account alſo, and. therefore 
not Schiſmatical, | 

So that our Anſwer is twofold. 

1. That the Church of Eng/azd being by no kind of 
Right, ſubjeft to the Roman, or any Forreign Biſhop, 
bad full Power and Authority, without asking leave of For- 
reigners to Reform ber ſelf. And this we fay would have 
cleared her from the Imputarion of Schiſm, if the cauſes . 
of the Reformation had not been fo neceſſary as indeed ' 
they were. It before the Reformation there had heen... 
no-Unlawful Conditions of Communion required in the 
Weftern Churches, and-all the fault that could have been 
found-in them, had amounted to no more than bare In- 
conventencies and Imprudence in the manner of their 
Diſcipline, or in ordering the outward Mode of Worſhip ; 
it had-yet ibeenffree for the Church of £ to have 
Reformed thoſe leſſer {aulrs within. ber felf, though no. 
other Church-would have done the like. And _ 
for ſuch defefts:ramaining io-other Churches abroad, - 
ovght at to have Separated Fam their Communion ; 
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yet the might very juſtly and commendably free-her ſelf 
e 


from them at home. But if a PForFeign Church ſu 
that of Rome, ſhould hereupon have abſtained from the 
Communion of this Ghurch, till we had returned to the 
former Inconvenient, though Lawfal Rites and Cuſtoms, 
that Forreign Church had been gfiilty of Schiſm in ſo 
doing. *And if the Church of England, not willing to 
part with her Lzberty, and to proſtitute her Authority to 
the Uſurpation of the See of Rome, ſhould have adher'd 
to her own'Reformation, ſhe had not been guilty of the 
breach of Communion, following that her Reſolution ; 


becauſe ſhe had done nothing, but what was within the 


compaſs of her juſt Power to do, and in which ſhe was 
not liable to be controuled by any other Church. | 
We fay, with St. Cyprian, that the Epiſcopal Govern- 
ment of the Church ought to be but one, F nur abroad a- 
mongFt Biſhops, many in number, but heartily agreeing to- 
——_ But with the ſame excellent Man we fay too, 


244 Comneliun, That #t is Equal that every one of them ſhould have a part | 
of the Flock aſſigned to him, which he is to govern, remem- 


bring that he u to give an account of his management to 
God. _ Which he faid, in aſſerting the Freedom of the 4- 
frican Churches from Subjecion to the Rowan. This we 


_ think is juſtly applicable to our Caſe. 


The Church of England is a National C hurch, once 
indeed under the Uſurpation of the Rowan Biſhop, and 


_ at length reſcued from that ſervitude ; we are at preſent 


United together by common Rules for Government and 


. Worſhip , confulted upon and ' agreed unto 'by. the 
Biſhops and Presbyters in Convocation, and then made 


Laws to all the particular Churches-of 'this Kingdom, 
by the Authority of the Soveraign. © Theſe Laws ſhew: 
the Reformation of-'the Church'; And they .do.not' 
want any Authority they ought to have, for wanting 
the conſent of the Roman Biſhop, upd whom.-we have: 
either Ecclefiaftical nor Civil Dependence, For if any 
4 One 
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ene ſingle Biſhop' of the African Church might deter- 
mine Cauſes, and judge matters of [Eccleſiaſtical cogni- 
zance , ( which'yet 'was ; ſekdom done./ig things of mo- 
ment without the advice of Collegueswhen the Charch 
had reſt from Perſecution-) and this without allowing 
Appeals to Rome ; much more may the Biſhops: of a 
whole Chriſtian Kingdom Confederate together: to, or- 
der Church-matters Independently; upon ; the. See;, of 
Rome ; eſpecially being, required ,thereuntp...by: their. 
Chriſtian Soveraign to whom. they. all; owe, Subjection 
and Obedience in all_ things , faving. their .commog 
Chriſtianity. 'So that if the Cauſes ofthe Reformation 
had not been ſo weighty as: indeed; they were, yet ogit- 
ſidering the Authority by which: it was, effected, our 
Separation from Rome-thereupon enſuing was, wholly 
guilcleſs on our part, it being neceſlary,.unjels we would 
tubmit to rhe Unjuſt and Tyrannous. Claims. of a For« 
reiga Biſhop. 20138 05: 03 329 99 2d 
2. To the charge of $chi/r laid. againſt; us bythe 
Romanif?, we anſwer alſo, that the, Conditions. of Commun 
wion required in the Roman Church, , were many. of them 
unlawful to be ſubmitted unto ; {f\nee we could not-com- 
municate with her! without-profeſſing Dottrinesth 


' yrb 


veral things that are- clearly. and particularly forbidgen 
by.it. And fince it. is not in the Power. gf any Mes 
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or. Church, to, diſpenſe with..our; Obligations to. 
Laws of God,:we could not be.gbliged to rve Come 
muniog;; with; the [Biſhap: of; Rowe-.and: his, / 
upon:thoſe; Terms; |But hecauſe Cathol 
on ought to be,preferyeds:the 
way:: thoſe Scandals. fron, move 
ſince they have Re& gdencyoph 
qualgnhbeth des, ;97 6h, 1180 
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of the Rowan Church / ( which God forbid') ſhould ever 
come to be'eſtabliſh'd' in this Church of England again 


by the fame Autherity thar has aboliſh'd:them ;' it were 


not 'onely lawful; bar a neceſſary Duty to ſeparate from 
the Communion'of this'Church iti:that caſe. We have 
that Reverence of” Church-Authority ; ; and of the Sy- 
preme Magiſtrate, that we will ſubmit to their Deter- 
minations in all things wherein God' has'Teft-us to our 
owir liberty. + Bur if they command 'us'to'do things 
eontraty to-his Determination,/and to take that liberty 
whichhe has not given us, we-muſt remember that 
we are 'to obey God rather than Man. We have thar 


ſeite alſo of the. miſchief. of Diviſions and'Separations, 


and of the Duty-of: maintaining Church-Communion, 


that if the Laws of 'God be: but obſerved, we are not - 
onely” ready to comply with what our own Superiours . 


mnpoſe upon'us, for the fake of Peace and Unity at home z 
but if we were to. go abroad, we ſhould'obſerve the 

Ss 6f ther Cliarehes, though ' perhaps 'very dif: 
RES FOdW oats; and" this" forthe Take of maintaining 


biie Coigiivinion'' of Ohriftians: every where. But nei- 


tlie abroad, tive at home,” em we purchaſe Unity of 
Hor 1 ak deb 2 'rate- us 'to break Gods Com 
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tained.: And therefore to keep: this Communion: ove 
as much as in,us lies, we will do any thing required by 


our Superiours,. that: God. has left us free. to do or; nob: 


But to deny. that Holy Truth, ar apy part; ob-it, or to 
break any. af thoſe. Divine-Laws; for the fake. of which 
this Communion it ſelf wagginſijtuted, -:neither -of theſe 
things dare we do fo prevent, Diviſions and Separations. 


And we are as ſure that 7Tranſub/tantiation;:\fdoration 
of the . oſt, Wor ſhipping of Images, Prayingto tha Dead, 


and Praying in an uuknown Tongue, are:Repugnant to fe- 


veral expreſs Texts of Scxipture, not to. fay ta ;con- 


mon Senfe and Reaſon : We are, I ſay, as ſure that they 


are the plain Laws and "Truths of God to: which theſe 


things are contrary: ; .and withgl,- that- to:guard thiefe 
Truths Gad- Inſtituted, a. Churcb ,; and: a Conyuunien of 


' Saints, as we axe that there was any ſuch thing: as 2 
Church Inſtituted , . or Church-Communion' required, 


And . truly if Separation, when; there is-ſuch..cauſe for 
it. as we pretend, were-not.a nexeflary, Duty;:it might 
become the. Duty of Chri/tzaus: to. be Upited in :;Scanda- 
lous Impieties and Damnable;Errqurs.,. And/I think no 
body will fay., that in ſuch things one -Communion. is 
either to bedeſired or. excuſed, bus rather: to. be broken, 
and that eyery Man is concerned.as much-as his Salva- 
tion is worth to break away. from: it. . And-we are cer« 
tain it can never be.neceſlary to any Mans. Salvation to 
be a Schiſmatick, | mech * 200-Y Ny 
Upon this account, we fay, that.they who in Queen 
Mary's days choſe to.:lay.,dawn thew.lives:,," rather 
than: return, to the Communion of the Rowan Church, 
were ſo far from being Schiſmaticks, that, they. were 
Gods Martyrs in fo doing. : Ang bad it been; or:ſhould 
it be,our Lot to have;this,choies !foihard to Fleſh and 
Bloud offered to us ;,we truſt, that throughthe mighty 
Grace of God, we ſhould follow the Faith and Patience 
of thoſe holy Men 8nd Women, who. ſealed this go 
2 wit 
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 withtheir Bloud, meckly ſuffering under the Diſpleaſure 


of that Juſt Authority, the Unjuſt Commands where- 


-of they could not honeſtly obey. This plain, though ge- 


neral account; we-give of the Separation of the Church 
-of : Eng/and from the Church of Rome. - And if we pre- 
tend no more in our own Defence againſt that Church, 
than we can prove, we have reaſon to' think our ſelves 
ſafe.on that fide.” + | 

2. Let us.now \ſee upon what Principles and by what 
Pleas the Diſſenters defend- their | Separation fram the 
Church of. Exgland. To us therefore charging them 
with Schiſm upon this account, they anſwer alſo, That 
our Communion'is Corrupt, and that: they cannot with 


a ſafe Conſcjence'continue in it ; and that they are bound 


tor: greater Purity of Worſhip and Ordinances, to divide 
from-us. -- But in making out this general Anſwer they 
do'not all go the fame way, nor do ſome of them al- 
low thoſe:to be [ane Reaſons for a Separation, which 
others think ſubſtantial enough. That in which moſt 
of them do agree, is in- aſſigning ſome Ceremonres injoyn- 


«d in our Church, concerning which, ſome of them ſay 


that they 'are unlawful to be uſed in Gods Worſhip ; 0- 
thers:of them;" that there 'is- great cauſe to-doubr whe- 
ther they be! lawful'or not : © And theſe dare not joyn 
in>our' Communion with ſcrupulous and unſatisfied 
-minds.. 'The- things of this ſort: are the Signe of the 
Croſs in the office of Baptiſm, (though this be made by the 
-Minifter otiely') Kneeling in the att of receiving the 'Eu- 


:char#F, and” the "Miniſters wearing the Surplice in Publick 


Warfbip. «The other Faults they find with the Litur- 
y, however: they are thought by the Generality of 
ifſenters to be a Reaſon: ſuſlient *o ground Separati- 

on:upbn, are not'I\rhink produced” by thoſe that ſhould 

beſt underſtzgd/the Tanſe}//4s amounting to make our 

Communion diretly Unlawful: - But yet there are 


that/ſay, they-ought not: to prefer 'a-worſe Mode of ſerving 
= = God. 
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"God before a: better : And the Mode which themſelves 
obſerve, heing better, they are to prefer that before ours; 


and therefage to ſeparate: from us for the moſt part. 
Others go yet further from us, and take Liturgies, and: 
preſcribed Forms of Prayer to be unlawful to be uſed; 
or at leaſt ſuſpe& them 1o to be, And all theſe do ge- 
nerally diſlike the Form of Dzoceſan Epiſcopacy : How- 


ever, they ſeem not to lay the ſtreſs of their Separation: 


upon that, fince they acknowledge our Churches to be 
true Churches of Chriff, and if it were not for other 


things, might be lawfully Communicated with, although: - 
they are governed by Biſhops. And becauſe-the Civil: - 
Authority <pncurs with the Ecclefiaſtical in requiring. 


Conformity to our Church-Laws, they do not pretend 
thole- Laws tobe enforced by an Authority to which 
they are.not bound to ſubmit. And therefore as fir 


as I can find, they rather chuſe to juſtifie their Separati-- 
on upon the account of the unlawfulneſs or ſuſpe&ed: 


unſawfulneſs of the things impoſed, or upon. the prefe- 


rence of a better Communion than ours is. But out of 
theſe I muſt except the Independents who acknowledge 


.no other Church to be agreeable to the Word of God, 
but ſuch a company of Chriſtian People United one to- 


another by a particular Covenant under Officers of their 


own chuſing, as can at once aſſemble in the fame place 


for the Worſhip of God. And theſe men think the 


very Conſtitution of our Church to be reaſon enough for: 
a Separation from it. I will. take notice of no other- 
Diſſenters at preſent, but thoſe that ſeparate upon ſome 
one or more of theſe grounds; which may be reduced: 


to three. 


1. That a National Church-Authority , is. an Uſur-- 


pation upon particular Congregations, which are pre- 
tended to be the onely Churches of Chriſts Inſtitution, 


and that every ſuch Church has full Power 1n it ſelf to. 
order all things relating to Worſhip and Diſcipline, and- 


iS. 
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. 1s not-of right accountable to any other Authority for 
-the order it ſhall take to govern it ſelf in:thgſe things ; - 
.-And therefore the 1udependents,as I faid, think themſelves 
- Clear of: the Guilt of Schifm,' as having ſeparated from 


a Church which is not of Chrifts Inſtitution. |-For they 
take an Independent Congregation onely, to be ſuch. 
But yet theſe are willing to come in with the other 
Diſſenters for their Intereſt in the next ground of Sepa- 
ration, upon which all of them, as far as I can judge, hope 


to find the ſureſt footing ; and that is, 


2. That the conditions of our Communion, thoſe 
namelv before-mentioned, are not lawful for a Chriſti- 
an to ſubmit unto. And here I include zhoſe that do 
but 'ſcruple the lawfulneſs of thoſe things which are 
injoyned in our Church. - For they that ſay. poſitively 
they are unlawful, and they that but ſuſpet them to be 
unlawful, produce the fame Arguments ; the former to 
juftifie their Peremptorineſs,the latter their Scruples, The 


Reaſons, I fay, upon which they go, are the fame, onely 
they work up fome of them to a greater height-of con- 
fidence than others are come to ; and ſome again they 
leave altogether doubtful what to fay, whether to con- 


clude for us or againſt us. They agree in blaming our 


Feorgr for requiring things to be done in Gods Wor- 
1 


p which he has not commanded, fome alſo of which 
have been and ſtill are done by Papifts in their /do/atrous 


Services, from whom we ought to depart in all things 
that are not neceſſary to be done. Upon theſe grounds 
ſome pretend to be fare, others to be afraid that to ſuf- 
fer their Childfen to be figned with the ſign of the Croſs, 


to Xxececl at the Communion, to be preſent at Divine Ser- 
vice where a Surplice 1s worn, and-to ſubmit to Liturgies 


and preferibed Forms of Worſhip, are unlawful. And 
theſe Reafons T' fied owned" im the Caſe of Indifferent 
Things ufed in'Gods Worſhip, Rated ow the behalf of Dif- 
[ache ſenters, juft now publithed:; = PE | | 


For 


=——_ 


UN 
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'For thus that Author declares in their behalf: iWe © 


camot, faith he, conceive it poſſible, that in things of Di- 
vine Worſhip, things of an indifferent nature ſhould be 


t3 


the juſt matter of any Fſumane Determination, farther than Caſe on behalf 
the - particular Praftice of * the Perſon determining. And of Dill, 


again, Where in matters of Worſhip God hath wrote Ors, 
whether by his Pen in Sacred Writing, or by his not pre- 
ſeribing the partictifar Circumſtances, no Man can blot them 
out ; though hm may as to their own Prattige, for 


this or that Time or Af, where they cannot uſe more than - 
one of thoſe Poſtures or Circumſtances. That is, where God 


hath left men at their liberty to do this, Or that, they 
may Determine themſelves. but no Humane Authority 
may Determine for them. © Farther, As zo things 7n 
Gods Worſhip not determined by God, they judge every man 


&Sui Juris, and ought to be determined by God alone to - 


this, Or that; .e. he can. be obliged to-this or that part 


by God qnely. And he fays plainly, that mof7 of them 
art confident that in matters of Worſhip no Superiours may 


reftrain what God "hath left at liberty. ' In purſuance of 
this general Principle, he'fays, ſome Poſture in an Hu- 


mane Alton bring neceſſary,"and none by God determined - 


in- every Att of Worſhip, where there 1s.'no Determination, 


=_ believe themſelves at liberty, and think they ought not 


P- 5+ 
P- 17. + 


P- 16, 17. * 


to-be determined by any thing but their own prattical Fudg-- | 


ment, © according to preſent Circumſtances : It is a Liberty 


with which God hath made them free. © Again, He acknows- - 


ledges that they judge it unlawful to obey Laws concern- 


ing Words'in Prayer which God bath left at liberty, and . 
concerning Habits and Geſtures, ſuppofing thens to be left” 
at liberty, - and that none who 1s to' uſe them,” verily judgeth 


thew'unlawfal.; And he intimates more than once, that 


things not neceſſary, and ordinarih "wſed i» Idblatrous and - 
Soprfirin © ihe may not, 7 ha Judgment, be law-- 


fa 


P- 9+ 
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ſed. How well he has proved theſe Poſitions, 1 


am not concerned-to-examine ; but kave him for that = | 


DOR 
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his Learned AntagonwifF. Theſe Obſervations are parti- 


cular enough for my purpoſe, which is to ſhew thediffe- 
rence between the ground of our Separation. from the 
Roman Church, and thoſe of their Separation from us, 
whom this Gentleman defends. 

3. There are thoſe who, for all this, ſeem not to 
thiak our Communion unlawful in it felf, Gnce they 
can ſometimes Communicate with us in our whole Ser- 
vice. But they judge the way of the Separate Meetings 
to be more perfect, and a better means of Edification ; 


and the ground of their-Separation is this, that it is un- 


hwful to Communicate ordinarily in a more imperfe&t 
way of Worſhip, and enjoying the Ordinances of the 
Goſpel, where a better may be had. 

2. I come now to the ſecond:Point, which is to com- 
pare the grounds of Separation on both ſides together ; 
that we.may judge wherein they differ, or how tar they 


x. I do acknowledge: that the moſt gerieral ground 
of all, is the ſame on both ſides, or at leaſt may beſo; 
that is, that we ſeparate from the Church of Rome, 
in 2 ful Perſwafion of Conſcience, that ſo we ought to do; 
And that .the Difſenters ſeparate. from the Church. of 
England with the like Perſwaſion. But how far this 
Agreement makes the Caſe of Separation the ſame on 
both fides; and whether it will equally juſtifie. the 
Church of England's ſeparating from Rome, and the 
Diſfenters ſeparating from. the Ghurch of Englavd,.will 
be conſidered time enough -after all the' other Reafons 
are compared. wr WY De 
\ -2. The next general Reaſon . on both ſides. alledged 
is, that Separation - was neceſſary for greater, Purity. of 


Worſhip .and_ Ordinances. We, for greater Purity fepa- 


rated 'trom Reme : The Diſſenters for greater Purity. ſe- 
parated from us. Now-whether this may-or may.not 


reaſonably be pretended bythe Difenters in their Caſe, 
2H . as 


OY 
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as well as:by the Church: of Exg/and in; hers, will beſt 
appear: when: we-have.laid together; the; particulars cx- 
cepte againſt on both ſides; by. us with Reference tothe 
Communion of the Church of Rome ; by the Dillenters, 
with' Reference: to the Communion of the Church of 
England; and have alſo conſidered the way of main- 
taining  Objecions againſt,, the Terms of Communi- 
on with Rome: or England, that is peculiar to each fide. 
But, | 4 | nvagorts 90174 | : 

3. There is not-the fame-Plea offered to juſlifie the 
Separation in both Caſes, with reſpe& to that Authority 
by which the Conditions of Communion are preſcribed. 
For we of the Church-of England do unanimouſly deny 
that the Biſhop of Romehath any juſt Authority to make 
Rules for the Communion, or tp preſcribe Laws for the 
Government of our Church. - But all the Diſſenters do 
not queſtion. the-lawfulneſs of: that Authority by which 
our Liturgie:as Eftabliſht, and; thoſe. things which they 
Obje&t againſt; : are required. : For. thoſe of the Presþy- 
teria Perſwaſion- amongſt us, however they diſlike Dzo- 
ceſanEpiſcopacy,yet ſeem not to mnfiſtupon-it 49 their late 
Writings, as [a»ground. of: Separation from this Church ; 
but. if othet:xhings were-Reformed/according, to their 
mind; they-would iſubmit-to; 'Qur- Biſhops,. and by. their 
Conformity contribute to uphold.the Order. of this Na- 
tivrial Church. But then the Independents indeed muſt 
in;conſequence of their Princzples, deny, that., Biſhops 
Gogly or joyntly, whether with the. Civil-Authority, 
or: without it, have any right to preſcribe.to,their Con. 
gregations in matters Eecleftaſtical, ſince un theſe things 
they hold their Members to, be accountable: to.no. Au-- 
thority under God;:but-;that of-the Congregation to 
which, they belong, o.zI380 : Drabio How 30g ow; Witt 

- And:now -Iſhalk compare, the-two, Caſes, of. Separa- 
tion with reſpeC& to three:things which will, I conterve, 
comprehend all the — Pleas on both ley, 

that 


ſethies.. 


- 
1 ad. F. « 
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had is witkireſpetly-xTo Authority. ou, To-Trms of 
- Commlbtion, infunder this hradtotheccommon Pretence 


of Sepatating' for heater, Rating” a {4 TodaliePleg if Con: 
{ X. if 4625 Fo) 9113 10 £0:065 
© x. With reſpect to Authoity, We are-divided fone 
the Church of Reme-as one patticular-cotiſtituted Church 
from another,” neither of which-has any- - Authority to 
ribe 10 xhie/othiet tin waters: Brclefraſticnlil:i And 
therefore, as I faid before, though the Terms of the 
Communion of that 'Church'were not unlawful, yer if 
She would have ao Commiunion'with us,unleſswe would 
be govern'd by Her Laws + And'if'our Church-Gover- 
n6urs hould uſe "theimowm Liberty iand Authority" to 
preſetibe to us what/theyc udged mors ſurabſe'to the Ge- 
neral' Rules of f Sepprige, and more: conducible: to the 


grext ends of Ch ::'The þ oor ware enſuing up- 
on that" harches 7a rio over us; pould 
pn hiſnrath wins Jae ; whoute notyhvSubjets.. , 


of iis Biſhop —— part of thay-Clain 
it would be b” for*Her' Uxeveiſing "1 an-Aurt horivy,” whero * 
ure Ce of the O14 29A men a}-454 A pov mers _ 
ut the Cale 'Difſenters-is-fagotlarwile, 
k; from this NatiomalCharetr knudiictodhey: were 
BN ad Baptized;'uad where they liveio''Por wk 
doing, welay,t that they  aithdraw'their Obedience from 
their Lawful. Gorerurs.; 'ffrormwhom if. chey Divide; 


” 
x 


| r$,! andYof" the Congregations. under 
; they are © guilty ef: manifeſt Schilm, unleſs the 

re be-unhwful. ' For it'is.-by no 
rears iffictent- 16” thent'of this fault, that thoſe 
tir [GRIN EA withiq- tho cotnpaſs.of Church-Autho-. 
i wy £7] order'd ;- Ly penny, although this' were 
+hH8 chiſhgsrad thel#prattice is! tobe determin- 


| GA ny ate win and maintained. _ 
ut this. 


165 Jet vþ6/Gormmunion diſtin& trom that 


*Eor We think. it very. evident, 


dota ED OE rn mea 
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lis Painciple, thati® Lawfpl Authority. is to be ſybmit- 
ted ynto and obeyed by inferiors.inall lawful things, and 
hat the mere Jmprudence-or Inexpedience-af its Deter- 
NINATIONS.; cRnnGL ablalye: baem. from their Obligation 
SCOOP NES, | 206 gil ors 
.  Now- $hat;1t.i5-4 Lawky LAmbority: ypon which the 
Conſtitutions. of a National-Church ſtands, I think. no 
Man can deny, that, will, grapq a National Churdh it ſclf 
tobe hut. aLawfal Who 5 For there-is. che Con- 
.currgnce both of Ciyitand Eedlaftaſtical Superiqrs:tagive 
them jqrce, The: Rifhops and Arachyternficſh agracd up- 
on the, ſame Rule, and. Order for ChurchiGoyeramenc 
and Worſhip,; which, being! afterward approved by the 
{org Conmyone-in Partionenti was then maden Law 
| F.if the Confederation of the par- 
this Kingdqrs to govern themſelves 
and to ſerve God: Religioys A mblies, by the ſame 
Rate, and, according to the, ſame. Form, can become the 


.matper of: 3 Law 9bliging mY: Gbriſtians amonglk-yus:t 


oofarmuty:3. here. is go Authority wanting nee 

an Obligation. TUES, 
Andi Pia isto-be ly oak ehteyertone who ſeparates 
Parochial Congregation reNe | HYVES; 28 

_—_ imſelf 40.3, pRoke Communion, had been 
Fr 5 Sebi {-alchough-the' Clyrazes of 
EO 45.) np nm) Logs $5, $hey-are into.a 


National Form ; but.cach with-his Prezhyters had 
made Rukcs for. Religiqus ale Independently ypon 
the-Reft. i But now-gho tault- of ſuch; Scpagation is Jei- 


nauſly; aggravated, 33h Cale andy, chy theſe t5yo 
Conliderations; -! 
" x. That-4boſe Orders or Impoſitions vpon. the ge- 
count. -whereof he: ſeparates fromthe Parife.jyhers: he 
lives, were nade-by!the commanAgviceefithe Paſtors 
of Chrifi's Flack in. this Kingdom; ane] tar for A:C0mM- 
ma} Rule to them-all ; Which method was a moſt pre- 
4- -per 


_— 
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., per means tounite their partictfar Cliarches morecloſef 


: « / Zavaced Hifther by 


\ 


one to another, and to edifie atid ſtrengthen them by fu 
Union. Therefore that Separation- which would have 
been blameable of it ſelEisf6 much the worſe as it tetds to | 
break fo profitable an Union, and to expoſe the Authori- 
ty of fo thay Churct-Governours to'contempt, as con- 
tributed towards it'by theiradvice-and conſent. 

2: That fince the Rules thus agreed upon, are made 
OT 'by'the Soverdi ign'Power-; ſuch Schiſin is ag- 
Difobegletice tothe kwſul*Corn- 
® *mands'of the Civil Authority winder which we HvE and 
to-whieh-all particular Chirches in this Kingdom do 

owe Obedience al[ lawful. things.  And'now T believe - 
our Presbyrerian Bretliten will grant; "that upon' theſe. 
accounts'thete 4s a-vaſt difference: ome the Cafes of 
Separation {di the Church of ' Englan and from the 
Church of Rome in point of Authority. 

But then I muſt confeſs, the Independents are likely e- 
riough ito ſay, thattheſe impoſitions are-as truly Ufur- 
pations upon particular Congregations,as if t hey bud been 
enforced upon this Kingdom by a. pretended-Authority 
from' Rome.” And if there were no diflerence between 
faying and. proving, we might here be at'a confiderable 
4ofs. = However, -this muſt be granted, that an Engliſh 
Biſhop may hive'good Authority to govern his Diveeſs, 
anda Presbyter his Pariſh here ih England ; and yet it 
Tray be fooliſh and unjuſt.in a"Forreigs Biſhop, to claim 
' any Authority over the 6ne or''the Gthes And Thope 


they will-not deny thatthe' 'King'has good Authority 


here,” though the'Pope has noin8; nor that the Laws of 
the Land concerning Religion and Gods Worſhip, do bind 
the Conſeietices of the” Kings Sitbjefts ſomething more, 
than if they had wanted the Authority of the Legiſlative 
Power at'home,  and'came to us'fronabroad with no- 
thing but the Seal of the Fiſherman to recommend them ; 
z. e. that in this latter caſe we might have refuſed them 
as 
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as wanting Authority, but'-not-ſo-in the former; but 
that the matter-of them being ſuppoſed: to be lawful, 
they ought to be complied with. And whereas the 1n- 
dependents ſuppoſe the Independency of their Congrega- 
tions to be of Divine Right; both in Oppoſition to Epiſ- 
copal Superiority, and to National Church-Governmentr, 
this we muſt leave to the merits of the cauſe between 
them and us. - And I may.as well take it for granted, 
that- their pretended :Right' to-Independency has been 
as'dearly argued of Novelty:and: Weakaets, as the Popes 
-pretended'Right to Supremacy'has been ; argued, I ſay, 
of more Novelty,and almoſt as much Weaknef | 
But ro'ſtep a little out-.of: the way of: my. preſerft 
buſineſs;;' I may. appeal :to-all} underſtandipg; perſons, 
who cannot judge of. the-Exareiercuteeobcintidides ; 
whether that Notion-of a Church or of Church-Communion 
is likely to-be true, which makes.itimpoſlible for, the par- 
ticular Churches of a.Chriſtian Kingdom. to be united un- 
-der the Soveamiga Authorityiin-the obſervation” of the 
fame Rules advited ypon;..and:the! fama Laws made for 
the" benefit of -rhenm all. - In; the:mehn time'-I.conclude 
this head:with ſaying, «that. though the Pope has no 
-Authority'in this Kingdom, yet/it:tollows not that every 
particular - Congregation muſt. be. Jndepeydent.” |: And I 
challenge any Man to-take any; one-Argument uſed, by 
any'of our-' Church, to [prove thi _[rdependency of our 
Church upon the Biſhopiof Rowe, and make it hold:to-prove 
the'7ndependency of a'Congregationgeither upona National 
or Epiſcopal Chureh, If be can. ; Wherefore ſuppoſing 
the Decrees of the Biſhop of Rome to be'of no good Au- 
thority amongſt-us.;. and:ow ow. Laws, .10-matters Ec- 
clefiaftical, to want no good Authority, the Conditions of 
Communion - being otherwiſe -Jawiul on - both ſides ; 
then the Separation enſuing; upontour refuſal to ſubmit 
to thoſe Decrees, would: not be: Srhi/matical-on our part ; 
but the Separation of our Izdependents, and all others 
| amongſt 
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-amongſtius; reſuſing-to-fubmit!towbeſeLaws aayld be 


ſo on their part. - And thus much $0pthe: Jo erenee. in 


Point of Authority. 1! 

2. Wear: ne: ans a gs allo with reſpett- to 
thei7, erins: ofiCevweniicodazitg Ro. mjerra.of FOO and 
Worſhip. © 3. toonen 2 

Aad-in the firſt place, the Difſenters acknowledge that 
ihe1 Faith profeſſed. in this Ghurch,; is pure and intire, and 
that ſhe '\dooggotDrcquIre the /profellion-of any, DoQrine 
in'order toha@@ommithiony which a good-Chriſtzav has 
reaſon -to ſuſpe&t;--- {And this makes a.great difference be- 
tween the. Terms.of Communion, with aur-Qhurch, and 
the Terms thereof with the Church of Rowe, which re- 
quires the ptoleſſioniof Groſs 9m 3.9 IfY EXTOUSs: of, all 
whom ſhe'admits'to;herCommunon;: 

Bur the-grearOffence-is'raken at-Our Forms of Diſtigs 
:Service,.and-the Ceremonies.thereunta belonging;'- Aga 
the offended Parties gre-vfthree ſorts,. " 

SI Bt Thoſe thatdo:nocdiratiy:ctange any of our Pro- 
Ktices.ifn Worſhip wi falbl,churrfuppdſs ſore of hem co 
'be Twexpodient und -Tvedifyang <.' And they that. ſeparate 
- upon/this account, aſt ack »wiedge this: Diflerence ia 
«the Caſe, thatwhereasiwe ſeparating from Rome:forſook 
an 'Unlawfub-Conmmmunion!:ior one. thet-:was:Lawtul ; 
they ſeparatingifromouy,:  forſake:a LawfulGommunion 
or one'rharcheybelidvexwbe better.:: And. of theſe 1 
thall take notice again zHfterplack;! > 
2, Another fort-are\ they: wha: | Dd Genkins 
anore;,7! that 16;i:xhat they>ſoruple the: uhawfaloes of wn 
thingsenjoyned; and dmaiche norilitoriot ta:<@mmynt- 
.catewithus;{o.long as:thepremain-under theſe doubts. 
And-theſe®Men alfo:muft confeſs argreat- difference: be- 
tween the-reafon upor:iwhich they ſeparate from wired 
that -for! which 'we ſeparaterfiram the: Ghurch of: Revh 
ſince we are\paſtifoiring.in:theicale, and poſitively: of 
firmthoſsConditions? Communian-with ES 
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of Rome, Whicl'we complain: of, to be-in themſelves un-- 
lawful,” And in-confequience: hereof, :they:muſt not de-- 
ny'that there's 2 (great "difference! alfo' between thoſe: 
groinds pon which they and we pretend againſt' zbar* 
Church the unlawfulneſs of her Impoſitions, and thoſe up- 


' on which: they ſuſpe? the like-of ors; and that is, that 


the Reman Church'ts 'þy us attacqued with clear and ws 
WeſHonthle Evidence of Reaſby and Scriprureagainſt her ; 
but Pt ir remains doubrfalwhecher there be'any good 
Evidence 'in Scripture againſt: us :-' concerning. which, 
more 'will be faid under the'next head. Tn'the' mean 
time It bn bo hn means follow, that-becauſe Separation: 
is fultard Necefary, where ſore things are required to- 
be done* which we- 'cerrhinly know" God has forbidden x: 
therefore it is JuſFand Neceſſary alſo where other things. 
are required, concerning which, 'we do-not know but 
they my -behwfal ooh 9 on 

'U2: The thirdfort are-they that-pretend theſe Forms of 
Wor frip and: Ceremonies, whieh'ithe former either /craple, 
or judge onely Trexpedient, 'to be indeed finful, and to- 


render our Communion not onely ſuſpected, and /efs de-- 


( 


firtbls; ol yp #nlawful;- And I grant, that theſe are 
the MF1 who come yp 'to' the point; and if they could: 
but make good what they ay, "an Org their- 
Separation from. our Church to b@ grounded upon one 


pormnp tm monk our 'Separatioh from the Church of. 


Rome, whith would fafficiemtly-clear-us from-che Impu-- 
tation of Schifm, if fo'etherreaſon-were to be given. 
But Tbelieve a very wide Difference of the Caſe will ap- 
pear, when we come to-confider, - + | OM 
-' Tr, The particalar Praftices themſelves; whieh-are by 
us {aid robe unMwfil T'the Communion of the: Roman: 
Charch'; and thoſ&Whid1Þ#- the Deſenters:arc ſaid tobe: 
unſawful in ours; ' Ard: © fr | 
2. The wayand: means Þy which we pretend to prove- 
thofe; and that by which they pretend to prove: theſe un-- 
lawful. I, .Let: 


2r. 


r. Let us conſidet the; particulars. themſelves. Fhe. 
Diſſenters da with' us condemn,} as unlawful,  Prayers.jn: 
an unknown Tongue i:the Adoration.of. the Hof. ; Marg: 
ping the Croſs; 'and the like PraQtices of the Roman Churc 
1n her Forms of Worſhip': fromwhich: they. acknow- 
ledge alſo, that we have Purged our Communian. | But 
they ſay we have retained other Practices ſomething akin- 


. to theſe, though not quite. ſoibad *;for inſtance; Kneeling 


at the Communion ; wearing the Surplice ; Signing with the 
Sign of the Croſs ; and ſome of them adde, the Publick 
- of Forms of Prayer. Now all that: I deſigne under 
this head, in'comparing the former and the latter parti- 
culars together, is to ſhew,. that the unlawfulpeſs of the 
former being ſuppoſed, . the unlawfulneſs of. the. latter: 
cannot be from thence inferr'd ; - and that for this plain 
Reaſon, becauſe the Queſtions concerning the one and 
the other, are perfe&ly diſtin& from one another. For 
as the. Biſhop. of Rome's having no Authority, here. in 


England, ſhall not hinder the Authority which our Bi» 


ſhops exerciſe in Eyg/and from being Lawful and Good ; 
ſo to pray in an «nkown Tongue, may be abſurd and con- 
trary 10; Seripture;:: but for all this, Forms of Prayer.1n 2 
Language underſtood by the, whole Congregations may 
not onely be' Lawful but Profitable, and in, moſt caſes 
Neceſlary: ' The AdorRtion of the Zo? may be_ an 1do- 
latrous Practice ; yet to Kneel in the At of ering 
the Excharife, where ſuch, Adoration:is diſclaimed, ſhall 


. » 


be no ſuch Pra&ice. - We,may S7ge the Baptized Infant 
with the Signejof the Croſs, and yet-nat Worſpip that 
Signe ; we may do the former intoken of the Obligation 
which Baptiſm layeth upon.us, without attributing any 
of that Virtue or; Efficacy; thereuntg,, which makes. the 
Poprſp uſe of it Fooliſh and, Superſtitipus. ;, What Praftice 
isthere in the Roman Church which we as unlawful have 
abandoned, from whence'the unlawfulneſs,of Wearing a 
Surplice, or ſeeing it worn, can with any golour of ow 

fon 
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The Difference of the Caſe, &C. 
ſon be drawn 2 In a word, what Erroneous Dotrine in 
.the Church of Rome, or unlawful Pradtice confeſs'd by 
.the Diſfeaters to be by us rejectedgcan be aſſign'd, from 
which the unlawfulneſs of any of thoſe things excepted 
againſt in our \Liturgze can be inferr'd > Let them take 
any one Argument uſed by us to prove ſuch or ſuch a 
particular Condition of Communion unlawful which 
that Church requires, and by that Argument prove ſome 
Condition unlawful in ours, if they can. But perhaps 
they will fay, That if they can prove this by other Ar- 
guments, the caſe in general will ſtill be the ſame. "This 
I confeſs, and therefore I proceed to the fecond Point, 
which was, 

2. To ſhew the Difference between the way and 
means by us uſed to prove thoſe Conditions of the Ro- 
»au Communi lawful, which we except againſt ; 
and the manner of arguing uſed by the Diſſenters againſt 
us. Now our way 1s plain and dire&t: for we prove 
thoſe particulars in the Rowan Worſhip unlawful which 
we condemn, by this Argument, that they are forbidden 
in Gods Word, and this we prove by thoſe expreſs and 
particular places of Foly Scripture to which they are 
repugnant. And if we fail not of producing ſuch Te- 
ſtimonies againſt the Corruptions of that Church, we 
have the Advantage againſt the Papiſts. And if the Dif 
ſenters charge any Condition of our Communion with Re- 
pugnancy to Gods Law, and can as clearly ſhew where 
he hath forbidden it, they have the like Advantage a- 
gainſt us. os 

Now indeed they ſay that the things impoſed upon 
them, however we eſteem them but indifferent, are by 


themſelves judged unlawful. Thus the forementioned 
Author faith, Cou/d they { Diſſenters] but look upon the ck on beat 


22 


Forms and Rites of our Worſhip : ander that . Notion of Dill. 
[ of things indifferent ] poſſibly their Conteſt would nei= © ** 


ther be great nor long. 1 do not like theſe words, for 
D that 


P''3- 


P- 3» 


The Difference of the Caſe, &c. 
that which 'may be, may not be ; and poſſibly the Conteft 
would be great and long, though they ſhould Jook upon 
theſe things as Indifferent. However, he ſays, that we 


e thoſe things indifferent which they caunot- but judge - 


Suppoſe | 

anlawful, as they have often told their Brethren. But how 
do they prove them unlawful 2 Do they ſhew where 
God hath forbidden them? As we, for inſtance, produce 
the ſecond Commandment to ſhew that in that Command- 
ment God hath forbidden the Worſhip of Images, fo do 
they ; or can they produce any ſuch Teſtimony of Scri- 
Pture againſt X*»eelivg when we receive the Euchariſt 2 
And as we alledge, 1 Cor. 14: againſt praying in an «x- 
known Tongue ; can they ſhew us any Text in all the Bi- 
ble meek praying by a Form of Words 2 No, this is not 
what they pretend to do. But then we are apt to con- 
clude, that if theſe things be not forbidden, that they are 
at leaſt indifferent, and therefore lawful. And which is 
ſomething more, we have their leave alſo thus to con- 
clude, ſeeing there is none of them but agreeth with us in 
oxr Notion of Indifferent things, viz. that they are ſuch 
things as by the Divine Law are neither enjoyned nor for- 
biden : Things undetermined by the Law of. God in Nature 
or Scriptuxe, How then do they prove thoſe things un- 
dewalt to be done in Gods Worſhip, which God hath not 
forbidden either in the Law of Nature or Scripture 2 To 
-make ſhort work of it : Thoſe particulars in our Com- 
munion which they except againſt, are unhawfal, becauſe 
they are not neceſſary to Worſhip, nor- commanded by 
any expreſs Law of God. Which is as. much as to ſay, 
that though they are indifferent, becauſe they are weither 
enjoyned nor forbidden by the Law of: God-in Nature or 
Scripture ; yet they are-not iudifferent, and that becauſe 
they are #0? exjoyxed. So that whilſt our Brethren allow 


the determination of indifferent things to Authority, 


they take away with one hand, what they give with 
the other. For according to - their Principles, there is 
Et nothing 
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The Difference of the Caſe, &c. 
nothing left for Authority to determine, as to the order- 
ing of Gods Publick Worſhip. For one would think 
that the matter of ſuch Determination ſhould be thoſe 
* things, which God hath /eft to our Liberty. But you 
are miſtaken, if you think to ; ſince for this very Reaſon 
that they are /efe at Liberty, it is unlawful for one Man, 
be his Authority what it will, fo long as it is but Hu- 
mane Authority, to determine in them for another ; and 
it is unlawful for this other Man to ſubmit to hisDe- 
termination. For we are told that rhe Light of Nature 
direfeth us to ufe the moſt corvenient Circumſtances for the 
Worſhip of God, and the Law of Nature will enforce Me in 
doing Aitions, to uſe Tiqne and Place. | For other things, 
ſuch as the Poſtures of Prayer, or Words uſed in Prayer, the 
Holy Scripture ts every where as ſufficient to us as the Law 
of Moſes was to the Jews, which commanded, as to the Pa(ſ- 
over, a a Lamb or a Kid, and left it to the diſ- 
cretion aud Conveniency of the Offerer to determine which-—=. 
So. for Standing, Sitting, or Kneeling at Prayer, God indeed 
hath left the ous or the other of them to us nat determined, 


leaving it to our Choice or Conveniency which to uſe, who cafe. 
Sometimes cannot uſe Standing, another time cannot uſe Knee- Þ+ 29, 39: 


ling. He hath commanded us to pray, and that with our 
Voice, as well as our Hearts; but that he hath not told us 
what Words we ſhould always uſe----. God bath therefore left 
us at liberty what Words to uſe, as he left the Jews at lis 
herty whether to offer a Lamb or a Kid---, Aud Moſes 
might by the ſame Authority have tyed up all the Jews to 
offer none but Kids, or none but Lambs, as Superiors can tye 
up Inferiours to uſe none but ſuch or ſuch Words in Prayer. 
And the Jews might every whit as lawfully have obeyed Mo» 
ſes in ſucha Command, as we can ohey-any Superiors in ſuch 
aCaſe. That is, it had been unlawful in, the Fews to have 
obeyed Moles in ſuch a Caſe, and it would be- unlanful in 
the Diſſenters, and 7 i w/awful in us to: obey our Supert- 
ors in any of. their Determinations. concerning tings * 
D 2 "te 
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in Gods Worſhip which God hath left at liberty: 

How this Author hath purſued his Argument, 1s not 
my buſineſs to conſider. It is ſufficient for my deſign 
to ſhew. the vaſt difference between the grounds upor 
which we charge the Church of Rowe with requiring uns» 
lawful Terms of Communion with her in her Worſhip, 
and thoſe upon which the fame fault is impured to the 
Church of England by the Diſſenters. We prove our 
Charge, by ſhewing, that God: hath forbidden what that 
Church requires to be done: They prove theirs againſt 
us by ſhewing that God hath left thoſe things at liberty 
which are required in this Church. We ſhew that the 
Church of Rome enjoyns Practices that are unlawful for 
any Man to determine himſelf to = They ſhew that this 
Church enjoyns Practices which are zo #»/awful fora Man: 
to chuſe for himſelf, but for Authority to chuſe for him; 
The things they except againſt in our Communion, are 


n themſelves indifferent , and they cannot make them: | 


unlawful otherwiſe than by fetching a compaſs about; 
and pretending that they are then unlawful to be done, 
when our Superiors require us to do them. | 
And now I may leave it to the Judgment of all Men: 
that can conſider a Caſe without great Prejudice, whe- 
ther there be reaſon to forſake the Church of Eng/andup- 
on the account of unlawful Terms of Commumon 'pre- 
tended to be in her Worſhip, as well as upon the ſame 
account to leave the Communion of the Church of Rome; 
that is, whether a thing may become unlawful in'Gods 
Worſhip for not being commanded by God, and for be- 
ing enjoyned: by Man ; becauſe every thing 'that God- 
hath forbidden, is neither lawful to be commanded by 
Man, nor to be done, thought it be ſo commanded. I 
know notwhether ſome of- our Brothers Party may not: 
think that: he hath given us too much advantage, by re- 


ducing the Queſtion to this State. But I think it is-not- 


bis Weakneſs, but ehe Weakneſs of bis Cauſe, that has led' 
| Rt 4 him 
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fiim to it. For they are not dble to prove the unlawful- 


neſs of the preſent Impoſitions in order to Communion, 
but upon fuch Principles as thefe'are. And I may appeat 
to Mankind concerning the Difference of the Caſe be- 
tween them againſt us; and ws againſt the Church of Rowe: 
in this matter ; that the Reaſon of our Separation from. 
Rome will not juſtifie their Separation from us, nor that. 
the Reaſon upon which we — them of Schifm; can 
flie in our own Faces, when the Church of Rome-challen- 
geth us of the fame'Crime:. But'T ſhall fay\no more of 
this Point at preſent, becauſe I foreſee occaſion of: reſu- 
ming it-preſently in another place. | | 

But this Author offereth another Reaſon alſo” of - the 
en hr of thoſe things that are required; -and*thar- 
becauſe they have been and {till are uſed in Ja6Yatrous: 
Services, andare not of themſelves neceſſary-to be uſed'by 
us. TI think T may venture to ſay,that thisReafon has 
been ſufficiently expoſed. '' But my” buſineſs is to' note! 
the Difference of the Caſe : We ſepatate'frofm-Rome, ©be-' 
cauſe otherwiſe we muſt communicate with her inter 7: 
dolatry, which is neceſſary. not* to be done © The Diſſenters 
ſeparate from'us, becauſe otherwiſe they muſt do- ſome- 
things not veceſſary to be dvne, which have been and ſtill. 
Apgam,;' the Difſlenters, 'as tie fays, Scruple- Pneeling* in 
the Aﬀ of Receiving the Communion, becauſe there is aw 
Objetum Motivum, as he'callsit., before their- eyes: T 
think he'means;becaufe the Elertetits are? worſhipped by* 
the Papiſts,, who ſay. they believe them to be ng longer: 
Elements, but. God"himfett.”' Arid-to-Kneel therefore 


when we take theſe ito vur hands; is'to give. ſome oc-- 


cafion to others to think that we' worſhip the Elements ; 


and therefore the Diſſenters: a 200 Dare of in" 
36 0 


Adbration of God i A8r theſe Crrolumſtarites" Tarn glad if 
it be but "Oe/tion and $capies thought am Terry ris fo 


much. But whether: they-:onely ſ{cruple Kneeling upon» 


this. 
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_ this account, or more than Scruple it, for this Gentleman 
does not always ſpeak fo diſtinaly asI could wiſh: There 
is however, this difference in the Caſe ; that whereas 
one princips] Reaſon why we ſeparate from the Papiſts, 
i$ becauſe we dare not worſhip Bread, which without aZ/ 
_ "Qagſtion is Idolatry.; one reaſon why the Diſſenters ſe- 
Parate from us, is becauſe we who have fo loudly decla- 
red againſt that Idolgtry, do worſhip ( not the Bread, 
which we believe ta retain its own Nature, but) God 
-onely, as they. themſelves confeſs, when we partake of that 
Bread. 

And here I may becontent to let the matter reſt, that 
whether we -conſider the Partics/ars pretended to be 
unlawful in both Communions; or the way taken, by us 
fo prove 'thoſe unlawful which the Church of Rome would 
impoſe upon us, and that way which the Difſexters uſe to 
-make ogt the like charge againſt the Church of England, 
the difference is ſo great, that the charge of Schiſm which, 
upon this account, viz. of Terms of Communion in Werſbip, 
we bring againſt the Diſſeaters tor ſeparating from: us, 
-cannot with Reaſon and modeſty be returned upon our 
ſelves for ſeparating from the Church of Rowe. 

I have now compared the two. Cafes, with reſped. to 
Authority and Terms of Communion. But before 1 proved 
to compare them with reſpe& to the Plea of Conſcience, 1 
ſhall endeavour to repreſent ſome other Differences of 
the Caſe that. are plamly yang amr upon oneor both of 
thoſe Differenees. which. we have already conſidered. 
And they-are theſe th 


The Difference We Caſe, with reſpe& to. Sepa- 


ra tion for ; 467-2 purity of rehek and Ordinances, 


2. The Difference with r to that common Que- 
Nion, Mie | be the Judge 

3. The ifference of the Sr rcp upon which either 
ſide ſeparates, as to their tendency either to maintain, or t0 
-overthrow one Communion amongi# Chriſtians. 


1. With 


ae, th” AAS Re Bs 


Ts n— ——__ 


JMI 


The Difference of the Caſe, Bee. 


r. With reſpect to Separation, for greater prrity of 
| Worſhip and Ordinances. The Diſſenters ſay, that if - 
for greater purity England Separated from Rome, others. 
alſo: may for greater panty ſeparate fi land. And 


inſiſted upon, not 


becauſe I perceive this Conſequence 1 
onely by well-meaning People 

not be thought the-meaneſt of the Party, I ſhall examine- 
it- as. throughly as I can; hoping to gain the Readers. 
Pardon, if 1 repeat ſome things that have been already 
diſcourſed ; but which are neceſſary to-be obſerved, in- 
order to a right underſtanding of this matter. 


The ground I ſkall proceed upon in diſcourfing of this. 


Conſequence is, that we and the Diſſenters do not under-- 
ſtand the ſame thing by greater parity. By the Impuri- 


ty or Corruption of the Roman Communion, which is the - 


principal reaſon of our departing from it, we underſtand 
the Sinfulneſs thereof; and by ſeparating from that Church 
for greater purity, we therefore mean forfaking her Com- 
munion, that we might not partake #» her-Sins; which 
otherwiſe we could not avoid.. To make good this 


charge, that-her Communion was and flill is corrupted: 


in this fence, we have but that one plain way already. 
declared. We ſhew that there are ſeveral BoFr mes which 


the Profeſeth, ſeveral Things' in her Worſhip 'which-ſhe 


Prattiſeth, that are: plainly centrary'to the Truth which 
God hath revealed, and to the Laws which he hath deli- 


vered to us : And that thoſe Errors and theſe Practices, 


are xot: of. a ſlight nature, but that they grate-upon the 
very Foundations of Chriftranity:.- And- moreover, that. 
ſhe exafeth the profeſſion of the one, and Tas the - 
other, from all her Members: Sothatwhen we ſay, that 


we ſeparate from that Church for: greater purity, we mean, 


that there are ſeveral impure or ! conditions of .Com- 


- munion required in that Church, with which,” as ſhe has- 
ordered the matter, we muſt:pollate our ſelves, and of 


which we our ſelves muſt be guilty, if we communicate 


with . 


, but by ſome that would: 
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with her atall : And therefore it was neceſſary for us to 
- Hepart from her, -becguſe.it is moſt neceſſary not to deny 
theEryths, or. break. the Laws.of God. Therefore allo 
by ſaying that we ſeparated for, Fee Purity, we meat 
not that; we have forſaken. Fur. ſome Corruptions onely of 
the Rowan Worſhip, as if otr Communion were now in- 
deed purer than theirs, though not /o pure asit ought to 
be,” Fhisis got:-our meaning: .For we contend that this- 
Church hath purged .away. all thoſe Prafices, and abo- 
Jiſht all thoſe Rvles relating to Gods Worſhip, which are 
contrary to.his Word ; and by conſequence, that there is 
no Tmparity left in the Conditions of our Gommunion ; 
ſo that any Man whoſe Conſcience is rightly informed, 
may communicate with us without fin. Wherefore this 
comparative Expreſſion of ſeparating for greater purity 
from -the Rowax. Church, reſpe&teth the State of that 
Church, ſuppoſing indeed that a/ the Conditions of that 
Churches Communion, were not impure, but withal im- \ 
plying that /owe of them, .and thoſe truly aot a few, were 
ſo; and: therefore that her Communion was zo pure c- 
nough for any Chriſtian to joyn in it with a good Conlſci- 
ence... Thus I have ſhewn what we underſtand by ſepa- 
rating for greater purity, andhow we maintain this Plea 
in Anſwer to the Church of Rome. 5 5 
Now therefore,, ;although the Dzſeaters uſe the fame 
Plea in Words, in Anſwer to. us, yet if they do not under- 
Nand the ſame thing by it that we do, nor attempt to 
make it,ont. by ſhewing wherein our Communion is cor- 
rupted with-ſych conditions as oblige the Membersof this 
Church. to*%de what God hath. forbidden, or.to negle&t 
what-he hath commanded them to do, or to contradict 
what he hath revealed : This Plea, I fay, if it be not 
made out by-ſuch particulars as theſe, is by them weakly 
brought to juſtifie their ſeparation, from us, by our Ex- 
ample inſeparating from Rome. And though the gene- 
ral pretence may ſerye to. delude Injudicious dh ti 
s : wno 
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who have not learnt todiſtinguiſh between Reaſons and. 
Colours ; yet it will neither acquit them before God, 
nor in the Judgment of Wiſe Men; who can eaſily dif- 
cern, and will impartially conſider, the Difference of the 
Caſe. Tr is indeed a;plauſible Colour for their Separation 
from us, that we ſeparated from Rome for greater purity; 
and but a Colour, unleſs they could ſhew wherein, our 
Communion is pure, or whichisall one, what are thoſe 
Conditions thereof which be finful or repugnant to the 
Laws of God... | F | 

But what is it that they. mean by this greater purity 
of Worſhip, for which they ſeparate 2 Wherein doth this 
Purity conſiſt > Let Reaſonable Men judge. EZxtempo- 
rary Prayers, are more pure than Forms of Prayer : - Io 
Receive the Communion Sitting or Standing, is more pure 
than ,to Receive it Kneeling : To omit the Sign of the 
Croſs after Baptiſm, is more pure than to. uſe.it : And 
the Miniſters Praying in a Coat or a Cloak, is more pure 
rhan.to-Pray in a Syrplice. But till they can ſhew that 
our way, in any of theſe inſtances, is forbidden by God, 
either they cannot juſtly pretend that 2# z 2pare ; or at 
leaſt they muſt confeſs, that they, mean by mpurity,lome- 
thing elſe, when they charge. it upon us, than what we 
mean by it., when” we charge it upon the, Communign 
of the Romiſh Church, and therefore that they do not 
uſe the ſame Plea-againſt us, that we produce againſt 
that. For with us /mparity is Siu, and ai impure Com- 
munion is. a. Communion, in which we cannot communi- 
cate without ſin, 3: e. ' without tranſgreſfling. the Law. of 
God. But as far as Ican ſee, /mpurity with them muſt 
go for ſomething. elle, .that 'is, either for. doing things 
that God hath not forbidden, or for the. omitting of 
things that he hath-not.commanded. Dh ey Church 
hath , Power. in; Indiffercnt -things,z.,an., that be pure, 


againſt which there-1s. yo. Law ;. thieip. pretence. of {epa- 


rating for greater ' purity is aleogahex groundleſs , rc 
ol5 
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teſs they can prove that they cannot have Communion 
with us, without negleQing to do what God commands, 
or doing what he forbids. d IL hh 
Therefore the former Diſcourſe concernitig Terms of 
Communion, ſhews that there is a vaſt difterence between 
this Plea, as it is uſed by us, and as it is uſed by the Sepa- 
ratiſts againſt us. , For we do not ſeparate from the 
Communion of the Rowan Church upon'this Principle, 
that the Charch bath no Power to make Orders for the Wor- 
ſhip of God in matters that are left to our liberty, or to 
preſcribe Rites and Ceremonies that are not contrary to Gods 
Wor. But upon this Principle, as far as we can judge, 
do the Diſenters ſeparate from us; and the main Confro- 
verſie we have with them is, Whether it be within the 


compaſs of Zumane Authority, to'preſcribe in things of 


this ſort ; and conſequently,. whether it be part of the 


Daty of Chri/tians to ſubmit unto, and in their Praftice 
to comply with ſuch Preſcriptions. They will not de- 


ny, that we ſhew that Church of Rowe where the Scri- 
pture forbids what that Church requires, and this,through 
all thoſe inſtances of -their Corruption in Worſhip, for 
which we pretend it neceſſary for us to depart from her 
Communion. Now if the Diffenters can ſhew the like 
of any Condition in our Communion,” T promiſe to re- 
cant all that Thave faid in behalf of the Church of Zg/axd, 
under this head of the purity of her Communion; and in- 
ſtead of Vitdicating thy Defence of our Church, as to 
this'particular, to. depart from her Communion in that 
thing, whatever may come of it, from this time for- 
wards. And I trtiſt that through the Grace of God; I 
ſhould not for the ſake of any Worldly Intereſt, either 
refiſt the Evidetice of any clear SR tending to 
| on.to a convinced- 

Conſcience and Jadgmetit,ina matter of this high nature. 
But to deal plainly, the D5ſenters ſeem to be very ſen- 
Gble of the uneaſinels of this Task, that. is, of proceeding, 
_ in 
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in the ſame method to convince us of anlawfu/ Terms of 
Communion, which we uſe againſt the Church of Rome. 
They go another way to work, and it would make an 
Indifferent Man ſuſpe& their Cauſey to ſee what ſhifts 
they uſe, to.make good their Pretence. They demand 
of us where Scripture commands, or what need there is of 
thoſe things, which our Church requires. They pretend 
that theLiberty of Chriſtians does 19 great part conſiſt in 


this, that they ought not by Mar to be determined to - 


any pradtice in Gods Worſhip, to which God, or the 
nature of the thing, has not determined them. They 
ſay, that the appointment of Significant Rites and Cere- 
monies, 1s a derogation from the Royalty of Chrif?, and 
the Sufficiency of the Scriptures. And to 'give ſome 
countenance to theſe pretences, they would perſwade us 
that the Scripture it ſelf intimates ſome ſuch thing, as if 
nothing were to be done in GodsWorſhip,but what is by 
God himſeli commanded, excepting always thoſe circum- 
ſtances neceſlary to aftion,the choice whereof muſt yet be 
left to every Man, and, as we are now taught, Authority 
muſt not ſo much as meddle with them. To this pur- 
poſe we are told of the Pattern in the Mount, of ſtrange 
Fire that was not commanded, and of the unlawfylneſs of 
adding to, or diminiſhing from the Law of Moſes : As if 
theſe places of Scripture madeall Impoſitions concerning 
the Order of Divine Worſhip, as unlawful, as the expreſs 
Word of God ihews ſo many particular practices of the 
Roman Church in her Worſhip to be: Burt leaving theſe 
attempts of theirs to be examined in the more particular 
Controverſies: Who ſeesnot what a wide difference there 
is in the particular management and application of this 
general Propofition, That we muſt not communicate 
with any Church in mpurity, between the Church of Eng- 
land againſt the Papiſts, and between the Dzſſevters a- 
gainft the Church of England 2 For we are ſecure againſt 
all. juſt accuſation from the Church of Rome, if this one 
E 2 __ Pro- 
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Propoſition be true, That it ts not in the Power of any: 
Church to-diſpenſe with the Laws of God, or to abſolve us 
from our Obligation to keep them. But the Diſſenters can-- 


not avoid the Juſtice of our Charge againſt them, unleſs 
this Propoſition be true alſo, That the Church hath no Au- 
thority in things of an indifferent nature, to preſcribe ſuch 
in Divine Service, as ſhall be thought moſt agreeable to the 
general Rules of Reaſon and Scripture, and moſt ſutable-to 
the great ends of Chriſtianity. Now if what weſay in 
Theſe things, will hang well together, that is, if the for- 
mer Propoſition be true, and if the truth thereof ſhall 
not hinder the latter from being falſe ; then with very 
good reaſon-may we pretend that it was neceſlary tor us 
to. ſeparate from Rome for greater purity, or for the a- 
voiding of fin: But the Diſſenters will have no juſt 
ground from our Example to pretend the ſame, in their 
Separation from the Church of England. 

| And, I think, the Difference 1s plainly enough con- 


feſs'd by thoſe of the Separation that hold Occaftonal Com-- 


union Wwith<-our Church to [be lawful , that is, who 
think it lawful to .commumcate actually with us upon 
occaſion, though they are all the while Members of Se- 


Parate Churches. For. if our Communion is polluted 
with finful Conditions, how comes 1t to paſs that. this 
Dccaftonal Communion , as they.call it, ſhould be more law- 


ful than Conſtant Communion ? Unleſs they will fay it is 
lawful ſometimes to break Gods Commandments, but not 
lawful to do it ordinarily. But I know they will not fay 
10.” And therefore'when they ſay. that they cannor, 
without fin, become Members of our Churches, though 
without fin they can ſometumes joyn in our Publick 
Worſhip; they ſeem to ſuppoſe that the way of Worſhip 


. in the Separate Meetings, is more perfe& than'ours, in 
refpe&t of thoſe things which do not fall under any par- 


ticular Law of God, but may be ordered better or worle, 
as men are: more or-leſs prudent, or as they take greater 
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or leſs heed to the general Rules of Reaſon and Scripture 
concerning things indifferent. And withal, that there 
is ſo much more Gravity, Decency, Simplicity, and Ten- 
dency to Edification in the outward mode of their Wor- 
ſhip, that it would be a fin to let it fall, or in practice to 
prefer ours before it. But by this I think any body 
may ſee what a Difference there is between what we and 
| theſeMen mean by the fame pretence of refuſing to com- 
municate, where it cannot be done without fin. For our 
meaning is, that there are ſuch Conditions of Commus- 
nion in the Church of Reme, that as the Caſe ſtands, it 
would be a Wickedneſs to communicate with her at any 
time. But they mean no ſuch thing againſt us, ſince 
without Scruple they can ſometimes communicate wit! 
us ; onely they ſuppoſe they have ſet up a more perte&t 
Communion : and they do not forſake our Communion 
as unlawful in it ſelf, but they think it their Duty to 
prefer' a better before it, So that in this pretence for 
Separation, theſe Men do not anderftand Parity in op- 
poſition to Si, or breaking, any of Gods-Command- 
ments; but Purity in oppolition to a /es Convenient or 
Prudent ordering of the outward mode of Worſhip. That 
is, they do not underſtand . the ſame thing by Separating 
from the Communion of a Church for greater purity, 

that we underſtand by. it > nor: can they urge that pre- 
| tence for Separation from us, as we do urgeit againſt the 
Church of Rome: And conſequently-our Reaſon of ſepa- 
rating from that: Church for grearer purity," does nor 

hold to juſtifie their Seperation from us. | 

Upon confderation of the whole matter, I hope the 

' Papiſts will find no Proteſtant of our Church eafic and 

filly enough to be deluded by ſuch Superficial Colours 

as theſe are. © You ſee, ſay: they, what is become of 
* Jeaving+ the Communion of the Church for grea#er 

« purity. The Proteſtants at firit toriook the Catholics, 

*1.e Roman Church tor greater purity.. And. do not 
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« the Presbyterians forſake the Church of Exgand' for 
*« greater purity 2 And ſo do the Independents ſet up 
« rheir Congregations for greater purity. And the Ava- 
« baptifts, tor the ſame reaſon, depart trom them: And 
« the Quakers from them 4/7: And there is no end of 
« breaking Communion upon ſuch pretences as theſe 
« 2re ; Whichare as good againſt your ſelves, as they are 
« againſt us: and therefore you may chuſe whether you 
« will return to theChurch from which you firſt brake 
«* away, under pretence of Reformation, or whether you 
« will follow your Principle till you are Refined into 
« Quakers, or it may be, into a more abſurd and mad 
« ſort of People than the Quaters themſelves are. 

It is a lamentable thing, to ſee Men of common Un- 
derſtanding couzened by ſuch palpable Fallacics as theſe 
are; though it is not to be wondred at, that the Agents 
of the Roman Church make the beſt uſe of them they 
can ; ſince a foul Cauſe muſt be beholden to ſuch Artifi- 
ces 2s theſe, to blanch it over. | Feet 

But I pray, might there not be ſuch Corruptions in your 
Church, that we with good reaſon. might pretend it ne- 
ceſſary to forſake your Communion for ove that was 
purer ; and yet there may be none in ozrs to give any 
Man Fuft cauſe to leave us upon that pretence ? Is it im- 
poſſible that it ſhould ever be juſtand neceſſary to depart 
from the Communion of a Church, upon the account of 
her Corruptions, becauſe every man that has a mouth, 
and can ſpeak, may fay if he pleaſe, that he ſeparates for 
-greater purity, though there be no reaſonable cauſe to 
ſay ſo? Or does it follow, that becauſe our Diſſenters are 
miſtaken in believing that we have given them ſufficient: 
cauſe to deal by us, as we have done by you, that is, to 
forſake our Communion for greater purity, as we have 
forſaken yours upon the ſame account ; that therefore we 
alſo moſt needs proceed upon miſtakes in ſo doing ? 
What if fome of them are erroneouſly perſwaded _ 
they 
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they ought not to fubmit to Humane Orders in the per- 
formance of Gods Worſhip, if there be zo particu/ar War- - 
rant in Gods Word for them ; may not we for all this be 
fure that your Church requireth Men to do things which 
Gga hath parrics/arly forbidden 2 And if we be ſure of 
this upon the plain Grounds of Reafon and Scripture, 
ſhould we be afraid to rejet your Communien in theſe 
things, becauſe another fort of Men are fo unreaſonably 
wilful as to reje& our Communion for the ſake of things 
that are nothing like to theſe ? 

What if they conceiving that our Forms of Prayer are- 
ot ſo Edifying, that our Rites and Ceremonies are not ſo 
expedient, but rather unlawful, as being Humane Inven- 
tions ; what, I fay, if they lay ſogreat a ſtreſs upon theſe 
things as toſet upa Communion which they fancy to be 
more refined and unexceptionable 2 May they not be zo 
Hlame in all this, and yet the Church of ZExg/and ot 
be liable to blame, but worthy of commendation for de- 
parting from you i your Latin Service, your balf Com- 
munion, your Praying to Dead Men and .Womes, your giving. 
Divine Honours to a Wafer, and your other grofs Superſti- 

tions and Tdolatries 50 
' Although our Church had not ordered her publick 
Worſhip ſo. diſcreetly and carefully, but that in ſundry 
things it might be reformed to good purpoſe ; it might 
yet by no means be neceſſary for any of her Members 
to forfake her Communion ; but it would on the other 
hand be their great fault ſo to do, fo long as ſhe holds: 
forth all 'the neceflary means of Salvation, and requires. 
nothing tobe profeſſed, or to be done, that is contrary 
to Gods Word; But yet it would be neceſſary to re-- 
nounce the profeſſion of. your Impious Errors, and to for- 
ſake you in all things wherein your ſelves have departed 
from the plain Truths of Reaſon and Chriſtianity , and: 
contradi@ed the plain Word and Eaws of God, : 
Though it may happen that a Man may do fo fooliſhly, 
as: 
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as to run himfelf upon great inconvenience in forfaking 
his Habitation, becauſe there is ſome petty Diſeaſe reign- 
ing thereabouts, which is known to endanger no mans 
life; yet it may-be wiſely done by another man, to run 
his Country when the .Plagee is raging in every corner 
of it, eſpeciallyit he could know that it were impoſliffle ” 
tor him to efcape, if he ſhould tarry there any longer : 
And yet, I ſuppoſe, you will not deny but. the one as 
well as the other, may pretend that he left his Dwelling 
for the ſake of better health, and more ſafety : But I hope 
you will grant that the latter pretends this like a Wiſe 
Man, though the other does it like a Foo/. The caſe we 
are upon, is much what the fame. From you it was ne- 
cetſary to depart for the fake of greater purity; but ſoit 
is not neceſſary for you or others to depart from us; and 
yet others may take the fame Plea into their mouths a- 
gainſt us, and we may not be able to help it ; though we 
can well ſhew, that they have no good reaſon for te. . 

And thus much for the Difference of the Caſe, with 
. reſpect to Separation for greater purity. | 

2. I proceed next to conſider the Difterence with re- 
ſpe to that common Queſtion, Who /hal be the Fudge ? 

The Church of Rome -arrogating to her ſelf an Infallibi= 
lity in determining all Queſtions of Faith, de 1n pur- 
ſuaance of this Claim, deny private perſons the liberty of 
examining her Definitions by the Holy Scriptures ; and 
requireth them to acquieſce therein without more ado, 
as there 1s great reaſon they ſhould, it indeed they have 
reaſon to believe her Infallible. The Church of England 
pretendeth ;not to Infallibility ; but we ſay, that ſhe is 
not deceived in thoſe points which ſhe propounds to be 
believed as neceſſary to Salvation, nor in rejecting thoſe 
other Articles which the Rowan Church propounds un- - 
der that notion : And agreeably to this pretence ſhe hath 
tranſlated the Holy Scriptures into plain Engliſh, which 
are the beſt means whereby to judge, if what ſhe ſays be 

not 
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1e.; wh People to read them, 
but exhorteth and. requireth them (6 to do, and cauſeth © 
them to be publickly read to the People in all Religious 
Aſſemblies. . By this means ſhe traineth up her Members 
to an Ability of Judging, according to their ſeveral Ca- 
pacities ; not onely concerning All chatThe teaches them 
to believe, but alſo concerning All that ſhe teaches them 
/ to do as their Duty to God ar Man : fo that ſhe does 
- not bring them up, as the-Church of Rowe Educates her 
 . Children'to an Implicit Faith, and a Blind Obedience. 
But yet the Superiors'of our Church do challenge a 
Right to Judge in ſome things for the People committed 
to their charge, and will not allow, that in thoſe things 
they ſhouldjudge for themſelves; and they are AZ things 
that relate to Publick Order, and which may without fin 
be determined one way or another, but are capable of a 
better or worſe Determination; that is, 47 Tndifferent 
things. We ſay, that things of this nature being deter- 
mined by a Competent Authority, ought, without farther 
inquiry into the Reaſons of ſuch Determination, to. be 
done by all that are under that Authority.; As for the 
Peoples Faith in God, and their Obedience to him in do- 
ing what he hath commanded, and avoiding what he 
_ hath forbidden, our Church does not reſolve that into 


* cont of her own Authority; and alloweth not us fo judge 
of the Expediemyor Inexpediency of them, before we will 
conform our Praftice tothem, All which isfo to be pnder- 
Loo par al Fr bor inthele things.is ſuppoſed to 
be al FEA binicting chergungo required 
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ferent, as to a. mans pratlice, whether his own Conſcience, or: 
hs Superior ?' I anſwer, that as to a mans.own prafice, . 
himſelf is to be. Fudge what things. are. Tndifſerent; and. 
which conſequently come within the. compaſs of -Hu--. 
mane Authority to determine. . For it. is plain enough, 
that by the fame Rule which ſheweth us what is Duty; 
and what is Sin, we cometo. judge of what is I»diferent. 
And therefore when-we grant.to private Perſons a Judg- 
ment of Diſcretion concerning Sz#-and Diuty,.we cannot- 
deny them-the Right to judge what is neither Duty mor. 
Sin,:but [adiferent ; which 1s the Sum of what the: Au- 
thor of the Caſe 3x behalf. of Diſſenters hath ſaid upon that 
matrter.: ; 

But then how+-can- Authority pretend to abridge. pri-- 
vate Perſons of Fudgizg, as to-their own praQtice, concer- 
ning iadifferent.things? To this I anſwer in the words: 
of the fame Author, where he acknowledges his Adver-- 
fary to have ſaidwwe#.to thoſe-who cannot comply with'ſome 
things required-in the. Liturgie, and” can ſay no more than 
that they think them-not Decent, not Expedient, not Order- 
ly; far,. fays he, ho .-private. Perſon is a Fudge of theſe 
things, . Which is an excellent ſaying ; but ſo dire&tly 
contrary to. the main principles of his Book, that I won- 


 derhow it fell from him- Weare then to judge whether 


the things zequired by-Authority: be indifferent, that is, | 
lawful ; and:then to judge no farther, as to our own Pra-- 
Aice: But for the Decency,. and Expediency, and Orderl:- 
xeſs of thoſe things, - to leave our.Superiours to anſwer to. 
God for 'that. _ Our doing_them is warranted by our. 


Rule, which-isto obey Authority: in-all lawful things. 


Now it is in things of this ſort--onely, and with re-- 


fpe& ro Order-and Decency,-.and Prudent Determination. 
. of what is moſt. /ikely;to edjfe,-that-our Superiors pre- 
© rend to judge for us what is, and. what is:not to be done, 


ſo.as to allow us no right to judge for eur febves about _ 
| | ey 
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They claim Obedience to their Conſtitutions in theſe 
thiogs, upon the account of their Authority, which, when 


- the matter is /awf«l, ſhould without more ado, conclude 


our Prattice. - | | 

Indeed they judge alſo what Faith we are to profeſs, 
what Worſhip we are to offer up to God, and what Life 
we are to lead, in order to. our receiving the benefit of 
Church-Communion; and by.conſequence they do take 
upon them to judge in our behalf, what are the Articles 
of the Chriſtzan Faith, what is the true Chriſtian Worſhip, 
and what it is to lead a Chriſtian Life. For otherwiſe it 
were impoſſible that the Miniſters of Chrif# ſhould dif 
creetly and honeſtly uſe that Authority which he hath 
left them to take into the Church thoſethat are duly qua» 
lified for it, and to turn out thoſe that are no longer fit 
to be continued in it. But ſtill there 1s a-great diffe- 
rence between their judging for.us in thoſe things, and in 
the matters afore-mentioned. | 

For they ſuppoſe "that the Articles of the Chriſtian 
Faith, and the Commandments of God, are the fame that 
ever they were from the beginning of the Church, :and 
that it is not in the power of Man to make any alterati- 
ons in theſe ſtanding Rules of Chriſt;antty, and thatObe- 
dience is not due to any Authority of Man going about 
to make ſuch alterations. From whence it logs that 
private Perſons ſhould be able to judge wherein true Chrz- 


. ſtianity conſiſts, as well as their Superiors, that they alſo 


my offer up unto God a Reaſonable Service. To which 
end the Bible 1s put into all Mens hands; the meaning 
of the Scriptures is opened in our Religious Aſſemblies ; 
the People are trained up to underſtand the particulars 
of Chriſtian Faith and Obedience, with the Reaſons and 
Motives thereof, that as we ſaid before, they may be a- 
ble to reſolve their Faith into rhe ſame grounds of Divine 
Authority, upon which the Biſhops and Paſtors of the 
Churchdo themſelves believe. And we-do unanimouſly 
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acknowledge, that if th is Church*makes the profeſſion of 
fle. Db@rine, of the bang bf any of Gods Com- | 

mmuy 


mandinents, * Condition'of herCommuttion; they that 
upon this account . ſeparate, from her Communion, are 


before God clear of the Guilt of Schiſmin'ſo doing. '' And 
here ſhe'makes 01 Petey COSTS for.themſelves; 
ether ſhe.doth this or ivr; and\that byraining them 
uf) in the beſt way the can; tobe able" to'inform them- 
ſelves in theſe matters. ns ET Ve Eb ag 
- But the caſe. is otherwiſe, with 'reſpe& to indifferent 
things relating to Gods Worthjp. * For though our Supe- 
riors profeſs that they' are not to meddle, in adting to, 
or taking from the Faith and the Commandments of God ; 
and though they appeal: to private Perſons, that they do 
not,in Fat uſurp an Authority to this purpoſe, which . 
they profef} to diſclaim ; yet in theſe indifferent things - 
they claim a Power to adde, or diminiſh, or'to make ſuch 
expedient alterations, as they ſhall think fit ro.be made; - 
and this without being any way accountable to the Peo. 
ple for their; diſcretion in' ſo doing, before their Orders 
b obeyed ; And we A. mhat whoever they are that will 
not þe concluded by. Authority, in theſe things, but upon. - 
any pretence whatſcever taken from them, do break a- 
way from the Communion of the Church, they are guil- 
ty, of Schiſm in.ſo doing. And this muſt be truly ſaid, if 


what that Author himſelf harh faid be true, ' zha#-2o/prp- | 


wate Perſon is Judge of thoſe things. 


"And now Tthink any one may fee a vaſt difference be- - 
tween the cl47w of the Church of Rome, to be the onely 
Judge of what ſhe impoſes upon her Members, and the 


"claim of the Church of England to the ſame, with' refe- 


rence. to hers; that in the former caſe it 15 unjuſt and 
unreaſonable ; but in the latter, very equal and neceſſa- 
ry,. and which no Man that is not over-ruled by a Fit of 
Paſſion and Prejydice, but muſt allow to.a competent 
Authority. | | 

: Whereas 
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Whereas therefore we have conſidered the points in 
queſtion between the Difſenters and our ſelves, with 
reſpe@ 'to Prudence, Expedience, and Better Edification : 
We fay withal, that this is more than we were bound to 
do in order to the Convition of Diſlenters, that it is 
their Duty-to conform to the: Liturgie and the Laws of 
the Church. And that- becauſe the Authority by 
which they are eſtabliſht obligett>us' tro Submiſſion ( if 
there be nothing in them to make our Communion 
with the Church ſinful ) though we ſhould be fo arro-- 
gant as to think we could have ordered theſe matters 
with more diſcretion, if our Advice had been taken, But 
if; ſetting aſide the conſideration of Authority, we have 
moreover ſhewn, that upon all accounts of Decency and 
Expediency, Forms of Prayer are to be preferred before 
Extemporary Prayers, and that the particulars now ex- 
cepted againſt, are ſo far from betraying any want of 
Judgment in thoſe that preſcribed them, that they are 
Indications of the great Wiſdom and Caution where- - 
with they proceeded ; we have not, I ſay, performed 
this, believing 1t neceſſary to prove the Separation ro be 
Tnjuſtifiable, out intending to ſhew thereby thar it is 
more Inexcuſable. And although it was no part of £7 
Defigne to render thoſe of the Separation more Inexcuſa- 
ble by this performance, yet I beſeech them to take care 
' That it hapyens not i inthe Event.” 

It after all, it Le asked what" an Interior, is to do, 
that judgeth thoſe things to- be lawful, which his Su- 
periors 1n full perſwaſion -that they are 1ndifferent at 
leaſt; require him to do? +I anſwer, as all Men tit 
have a ſenſe of Honeſty will anſwer, That whilſt he 
1s perſwvaded that they are unlawful, he: ought to for. 
bear them. But then, as no Man of Underſtanding 
will deny, he is yeh, a ſinner before God for refuſing 
that Obedience to a Lawful Authority-, which he 


ought to pertorm; ſince in order to the performance 
of 
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of it, he might and ought to underſtand his Duty better 
than he does. For as the forementioned Author fays, 
Things Indifferent, and Things Commanded and Forbidden 
are not Things which we fancy, which indeed are ſo, If rhe 
Light of Nature, and the Holy Scriptures are a Rule of 
what is Duty, and what is Sin they are a Rule alſo of 
what .is Indifferent : And the fame Light that ſhews 
what 1s neceſſary to be done, and what 1s neceſſary not to be 
done, does withal ſhew what is /awful to be doxe or to be 
forborn. And as an Erroneous Perſwaſion that ſomething 
is /awfu] which God hath forbidden, will not acquit any 
man that hath the means of better Information, from 
ſin, in doing according to his Perſwaſion of the lawful- 
neſs of what he does; ſo neither will any mans Errone- 
ous Perſwaſion that 'his Superiors require him to do 
what is-#n/awful, when the thing it ſelf is lawful, acquit 


; him of the Guilt of Diſobedience in following that Per- 


ſwaſion. In what degrees zhis or that Mans Ignorance 


.1n- theſe things is culpable, God onely knoweth for the 


molt part, and therefore he onely can Fudge the World in 
RighteonſneſS. But more or leſs culpable it is in AZ that 
have means of Knowledge. And it concerns every one 
of Ws, 25 we love our own Souls, to conſider impartially 
what God hath commanded, and what he hath forbid- 
den in his Word, and conſequently what he has left/to 
our liberty ; and that becauic his. Hord is a Rule ſuffi. 
.ciently plain, as to- theſe things. 4 
For if-thofe to whom God hath given Authorzty, being 
corrupted in their Fudgments by Paſſion or any Worldly 
lntereſt, take thoſe things to.be /awful which God hath 
forbidden, and impoſe them upen All that are ſubje& to 
cheir Rule ; their Perſwaſion ſhall not hinder their being 
grievous ſinners againſt God, nor exempt them from 


| being anſwerable to him for abuſing their er page and 


tor all the pernicious conſequences thereof in drawing 


ſome men into wicked. Praftices, and in puniſhing others 
I or 
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for well doing. And by like Reaſon, if Subjefs , not 
rightly attending to the Rule of their Duty, are grown 
to a Perſwaſion that thoſe things are «lawful which their 
Snperiors enjoyn them to do, whereas indeed they are 
Iadifferent, and thereupon refuſe to do them ; this Per- 
ſwation ſhall nor acquit them-before God, nor hinder 
' them from being anſwerable for abuſing their Liberty, 
and for all the pernicious Conſequences of their Dilobe- 
dience in Setting a bad Example, in Breaking the Peace 
of the Church, in Diſturbing Publick Order, and, whici! 
very often happens, in Giving occaſion to the worſt of Men 
ro profane the Name of God, and to ſpeak evil and blaſphe. 
mous things of his Holy Religion. | ſay, Ignorame will 
help no more in this latter Caſe than in the former, be- 
cauſe it is as eaſie for the Subjeft to know what is Tndiffe. 
rent, as for the Ruler to know what is Unlawful.” Thele 
Conſiderations, I confeſs, do more properly belong to 
the laſt Plea of Conſcience ; but it was very convenient - 
to touch upon them here, where we have been inquiring .. 
what things they are, in which Authority is to over-rule - 
private Judgment, and to determine the PraQice of In- 
feriors ; and withal, how great a difterence there is be- 
tween the Church of Rome, and the Church of England, 
7; OY this common Queſtion, Who ſha# : the 
uage ? 

ng I come now to the laſt Difference conſequent upon © 
the two fir, reſpeting Authority and Terms of Commus- 
zion, and that is the Difference of the Principles upon which 
euch (ide Separates,- as to their tendency either to maintain, - 
or to overthrow ane Communion amongſt Chriſtians. 

This willfall under a double Conſideration. 1. That * 
of maintaining one Communion amongſt Chriſtians in 
this Kingdom. 2. That of - maintaining . one Commus- - 
nion with Forreign Churches. . I ſhall begin with the - 


Fulſt. 
; t. As... 
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'I. 'As to Unity at home. The Romaniſt pretends that 
upon the grounds of .our Reformation, Diviſions and Se- 
parations will be endleſs among(t us; We alſo pretend 

*that the Principles of the Separation from the Church of 
England; tend to the fame : But with what difference of 
Reaicn on each ſide, it is eafte to judge by what has been 
ſaid already. We have reaſon to think there would be - 
no end of Diviſions, if a Competent Authority; injoyning 
ncthing but what is &awf«l to be done in the Communion 
of Chriſtians,is not robe obeyed : And certainly this may 
Le very true, althouglrir be falſe, that-to Submit to the 
Authority of the Romay Church, and that too in things 
unlawful to be done by any Chriſtzan, or by any Man, 1s 
neceſſary to prevent. Diviſions. We ſay farther, thar 
there can be no need of an..Eccleftaſtical Tyranny on the 
one hand, and a #lind Obedience on the other, to keep 
thole Chriſtians together in one Communion that live 


within one Furifdidtion;; if a- due uſe of Authority: in 


lawful Superiors on the one hand, and a datiful Subjeftion 
of Interiors thereunto, on the other,. would.do the buſi- 
neis, as molt certainly.it; would., - But it.ſome, Men will 
be tubborn, we cannot help that, any more than we can 
finder other Men from being Zyrants.., But we are ſure 
it concerns both the oneand theothernas much as their 


| Salvation concerns them, not to be ſo. And if this con- 


{ideration will not keep'themi within bounds, and'make 
them Wiſe. and Honeſt; they muſt-anſwer, it to God 
oneday. And -in the mean time, Subjeds that ſuffer 
unjuſtly for refuſing to Obey: the Wicked. Command of 
their Superiors, muſt. bear it-as patiently as they can, 


"and by their Prayers to God, and their meek Obedience 
ro their Rulers in all lawful things, endeavour to. reco- 
"ver themſelves into their good Opinion; ., And Spert- 


ors that are vexed with: Froward and, Diforderly Sub- 
j-&s who break Chriſtian Communion , when no Juſt 


the 
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the Truth before them ; and it this be to no purpoſe, 
they mult uſe their Authority as prudently as they can, 
to prevent the evil Example trom going farther. 

We are ſenſible what advantages the Papi/ts make to 
themſelves againſt our Reformation by the Examples of 
Diſſeaters, and the Diſſenters by the Papiſtss When the 
Papiſts have Men and Women of weak Underſtandings 
to deal with, they tell them, that zhe Reformation 1s run 
out into ſeveral Sefs and Parties, and no Man can tell 
where Separation will end : If therefore you love nity, 
return to the Church of Rome where we are all of one 
Faith and Communion. The Separati/ts.on the other 
Gde ſet offf their Claims to an unreſtrainable Liberty. of 
chuſing in what Communion to worſhip God, by ſhew- 
ing to their Profelytes the 7yranny of the Roman 
Church. Now we. of the Church of England are as 
much againſt the Tyhannical 7ſurpations of that Church, 
as the Diſſenters,. and-as much for nity againſt cauſleſs 
Separation, and for Obedience to lawful Authority , againſt 
Stubbornneſs, as the Romaniſts. And both theſe upon 
Principles that conſiſt well with one another. We ſay 
on the one fide, that a Foreigner ſhould not affect an 
Authority over us, and that thoſe who have.the Autho- 
rity, -ought to require nothing in the Gommunion of 
Chriſtians, but what is agreeable to Gods Word, and 
lawful to be done: And on the other fide, that in ſuch 
things we ought to do what is commanded, and by no 
means to run into a Separate Communion. Upon theſe 


Principles we departed from Rome, and ſtick where we 


are; and I truft that through the Grace of God, we ſhall 
neither go back to Rome, nor run after the Separa» 
tion, there being no need either of the former to preſerve 
nity, or of the latter to avoid Tyranny. 

To draw to a concluſion. of this \matter : The- main 
Reaſon of our Separation from Rome, was this, that we 
could *not continue in her Communion, without doing 

G things 
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things that God hath plainly forbidden: The Refor- 
mation of our Church was at firſt eftefted by, and hath 
all along ftood upon good and jalt Authority : She does 
not onely hold forth all neceſſary means of Salvation, 
but ſhe requires nothing to be done in her Communion 
that is contrary to Gods Word. - And therefore we hold 
our ſelves bound under the pain of Schiſm to continue 
in her Communion. Now I 'do. not underſtand how 
upon theſe Principles Men muſt run into Endleſs Separa- 
tions, unleſs it be impoſſible for us ( whatever we pre- 
tend) to know who are our LawfulGovernours, and to 
know what God hath commanded, and what he hath 
forbidden us to do. And I muſt confeſs if+ theſe things 
be impoſſible to be known 'tis a fooliſh thing for any 
'Man-to trouble his Conſcience with' Caſes of Communion 
and Separation. As for the Diſſenters ( to omit the Zz- 
dependents, whoſe' Churches are i 

'tionineonfiſtent with-ſubmitting to a common Autho- 
"rity'in matters of Worſhip ) they have forſaken us for 


nothing, but becauſe the Terms'of our Worſhip, or our | 


two or three Ceremonies 1n it, are not commanded in 
Gods Word, and: becauſe in things left otherwiſe to gur 
liberty,” we are determined by the Authority of our Su- 
-periors: -Or becavife theſe things might be better order- 
ed; and becauſe the Communion which they have'taken 


4ipon them to ſet*up in Oppoſition to the Chureh/of 


Projand,'is puter than- ours, though ours be a Lawful 
Comtttnion.. Now theſe Principles do indeed tend to 
Endleſs Separatiotis, utifeſs theſe Men could tell us either 
tio weeould be United in' one Communion, though a/ 
of > teat. to Obey a Competent Authority 
that Jhould-preſume to determine any indifferent things rela- 
ting to Gods Worfp'3 or what' particular Communion that is 
ifrom which: it would be unlawful to ſeparate even upox this 
Principle; '7hat thire is no Obligation to Gonmunion, 


their very Conſtitu- - 


o 


Mode. 


-where there 1s any thing poſſible to be mended in the outward 
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Mode of Gods m—_— In a word, they that ſeparate 
upon juſt and neceſſary cauſes, as the Church of Englaud 
hath done from the Church of Rome, and ſtop there, are 
not to be charged with the. conſequence of their pra- 
Ctice, who ſeparate without ſuch cauſes, as the Diſſenters 
do from our Charch. And if they have proceeded far- 
ther than they are able to juſtifie themſelves by the Prin- 
_ of our Reformation, they muſt anſwer for it them- 
elves. 

2. The Principles of owr Reformation a# not obſtruct 
our Communion with any true Church of Chri/# abroad, 
where there are no unlawful Terms of Communion. 

Pat fo do the Principles of the Diſſenters Separation. 

. By the fame reaſon that our Governours determine, 
one common Order of Worſhip and Diſcipline. for the 
Churches over which they have Authority ; the .Go- 
vernours of other Churches alſo may determine.-in theſe 
things, according to their Prudence for the People fub- 

< je to their Authority. And we, whoblame the Church 
of Rome for interpoſing her Authority amongſt us, with 
whom ſhe has no more Right to meddle than any other 

Forreign Church has, muſt in all things that come with- 
in. the Liberty of Chriſtians, leave other Churches that 
are as Independent upon Vs as weare upon Rome, to their 
Authority and Liberty, And this is what.our Church 
has expreſly declared. Iz theſe our doings we condemn'not 
other Nations, nor preſcribe any thing but to our own Peo- Preface to the 

le onely, for we think it convenient that every Country Lirurgy. 
ſhould uſe ſuch Ceremonies as they ſhall think beſt to the ſet= 

ting forth of Gods Honour and Glory, and to the reducing of 
the People to a moſt Perfeft and Godly Irving without Error 
or EN and that they ſhould put away other things, 
which from time to time they perceive to be moſt abuſed, as 

in Mens Ordinances it often chanceth diverſly in divers 
Countries. In purſuance of which excellent and truly 


Cathelick Declaration, I would not onely communicate 
G2 with 
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with Foreign Churches, whodiffer from us in-nothing but 


matters of Form and Ceremony; but it I were amongſt 
them, 1 Thould obſerve their Eftabliſh'd Modes and Forms 


_ of Worſhip ;| and though I thought our own way at 


Ad Fanuarium 
Ep. 119. 


Ep. 118. 


| home worthy upon all the accounts of Order and Decen- 


cy and Tendency to. Edification, to be preferred before 
theirs, yet I ſhould not onely conform to their way, but 
Religiouſly abſtain from creating any prejudice againſt 
it in the minds of Chri/t;an People in thoſe places ; and 
rather do all tat hoxe/tly I could to bring thoſe-to a ta- 
vourable opinion of it, who were prejudiced againſt it. 


-This is that Rule which St. Auſtiz thought ſhould take 


place, not onely in reſpe&t of thoſe Orders which were 
Eſtabliſh'd by Synods of Biſhops, but in reſpect alſo of 


thoſe Cyftoms which had crept into particular Churches, 


though it was hard to tell why or how th#y came in. 4 
things of this nature, faith he, there is one moFF wholſom 
Rule to be obſerved, That where-ever we ſee any of them ob- 
tain, which are neither contrary to Faith nor good Manners, 
and have ſome tendency to Edification, we ſhould not onely 
abain from finding fault with them, but commend and pra- 
iſe them our ſelves. And yet he complains in this. very 
Epiſtle of the multitude of Ceremonious Obſervations, 
in which particutar Churches diflered trom: one another, 
and wiſhes that a Retormation were made by Authority. 
Thus in the foregoing Epiſtle, ſpeaking of the different 
obfervations of divers places, for inſtance, that ſome 


| faſt upon the Saturday, and ſome do not, &c. and of all o- 


ther things of this kind which are 70 be accounted indif- 
ferent; Nothing, fays he, does more become the. Gravity 
and Prudence of a Chriſtian, than to do after the manner of 
that Church into which he ſhall happen to come. Then he 
relates St. Ambroſe his celebrated Anſwer to Monica about 
things of this fort: When 7 am at Rome, 7 faft on the 
Saturday, when I am here at Milan, IT do not faff. And 
ſo when thou comeſt into any Church, obſerve its RY if 

; 7104 
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thou wouldeſt neither give juſt canſe of Offence, nor take Of- 

fence without cauſe. This advice St. Auſtin magnified 

highly, and the more he thought of it, the better he likeel 

ir, 'Por, ſays he, I have often with great ſorrow conſider- 

ed how the minds of Weak Chriſtians have been diſturbed by 

the quarrelſome Humour and ſuperſtitious Niceneſs of ſome 

of the Brethren, who upon very ſlight grounds of Reaſoning, 

or being addifted to their own Cuſtoms at home, or fond of 

what they have obſerved abroad, raiſe ſuch wrangling Dif: 

putes about things that cannot be clearly determined either 

by the Authority of Holy Scripture, or the Univerſal Tradi- 

tion of the Church Catholick, or by the conſideration of 

what 1s beſt for Reformation of fe that they ſeem to reckon 

nothing well done, but what they do themſelves. I ſhall add 

no more but that plain Rule he gives elſewhere, to this 

purpoſe: As to things in which the Scripture defines nothing , , . Pen 

certain one way or the other, the cuſtom of the Church, and Ep. 86. 

the Decrees of Superiors, are to be hell for Law. | 

s Now by*this and much more that might be produced, 
we may fee what the true Notion of that Liberty was 
which the Ancient Church allowed in matters of Indit- 
terence. Not that there was no Rule in the particu- 
lar Churches for the Ordering and Regulating of things 
of this fort : For we find the Biſhops did uſe their Au- 
thority in theſe things, over their charges, as St. Am: 
brofe's Words to St. Auſtin's Mother about the foremen- 
tioned Caſe, do plainly imply. Refit not thy Biſhop in Ep. 86. 
this matter; but what he does, that do thou withaut any 
Scruple or Diſpute : And beſides thoſe particular cuſtoms, 
the variety and multitude of which St. Auſtix gom- 
plains of, there were the Determinations of Epiſcopal Sy- x,, 11g, 
mods concerning things not determined in Scripture, 
which he does not complain of. But their Liberty con- 
ſiſted in this, that the Rules of this ſort eſtabliſh in 

| the Communion of any Church, were not impoſed up- 


on Foreign Churches ; and Catholick Communion was 
not 
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not broken upon the account of different Rites and Cu- 
ſtoms. For though St. Auſtin was ſorry to ſee the minds 
of ſome weak Chriſtians troubled about Queſtions of 
this kind, yet Ido not find thathe had any occaſion given 
him to complain that Communion was broken upon 
| theſe accounts; as before his time it had becn, by Pope 

' Pittor's raſhneſs in preſuming to Excommunicate the 
- Afatick Biſhops, for obſerving Eaſter upon the fourteenth 
of March, had not Ireneus and other wife and moderate 


To-apply all this to the'matter in hand: Since the 
{Church of Rome has made ſuch-things Conditions of 
' Communion with'her as are in St. Auſtin's phraſe cox- 
* trary to Faith aud Good Manners, our Separation from 

her upon this account, does not at all hinder us from 
.communicating witly any true Church-in the World, 
that does not bar us out by Unlawful Terms of Com- 
munion. For in things that God hath left at /iberty, 
this.Church preſumes not to interpoſe her Anthority a- 
broad, nor refuſes the-Commumnion -of thoſe Churches 
- whoſe Cuſtoms and Obſervatioris are different from ours 


of Rome her ſelf make an-end.of Impoſing Falſe Do- 
arines and Wicked. Praftices, and" there.will be an end of - 
. our Separation from her : Let her give over commanding 
thiogs, that God hath forbidden, and making Articles of 
Faith of things that are not revealed, but are indeed 
contragy to Sence and Reaſon, and ſhe may for us uſe 
her Authority at home in things indifferent ; and though 
the bg guilty of great Abuſes even in this kind, which 
dg Reformation, yet I tor my part ſhould not break 
umorn? with her for theſe things, if ſhe would 
ghly purge her ſelf from the other.. In the mean 
time; weare-ot one Comfnunion with all Foreigs Chur- 
' hes rhat preſume not to change the Faith, nor to con- 


- + *_ rradiet the Laws of God; and this we ſhould demon- 


s 


Perſons ſeaſonably interpoſed. | 


meerly becauſe they arezfferent. Nay, let the Church — | 


UN 
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ſtrate by a&tual Communion with them, if we had oc-: 


caſion togo abroad among(t them. 

But this makes our Caſe very different from that of 
the Difſenters, who ſeparate from the Church. For fo 
long as they withdraw from our Communion for the 
fake of Ecclefraftical Orders that are nor contrary to Gods 
Word, and ſeparate from us upon this Principle, that 
every thing is unlawful in Gods Worſhip which is not 


- commanded in Scripture, but enjoyned by our Superiors 


onely ; they muſt not upon thoſe Principles have com- 
municated withany Church in the Primzzive times, when 
there were far more 7/ucommanded Rites and ſages e- 


ſtabliſh'd, for the regulating of Worſhip, than now there/ 


are in our Church. And upon theſe Principles they 
muſt not Communicate with any Reformed Churches 
abroad, ſince how different foever the External Mode of 
their Worſhip may be from ours, yet ſome they all have, 
and that conſiſting of Rules not determined by Gods 


Word, but by the Law or Cuſtom of Man. To New © 


England they muſt not go, [hoping to find a Communi- 
on there lawful to be embraced upon theſe Principles. 


The Nonconformiſts to our Liturgie and Diſcipline that - 


are there, will ſtand: to their own Orders concerning 
Worſhip and Diſcipline , and will make out by their 


Church-Authority ſuch as it is, what-they cannot ſhew 
Chapter and Yerſe for. Our Separatiſts if they go thi-- 


ther, ſhall find no other aſe of their Liberty. allowed 


there, but Conformity and Compliance with that way of 


Worſhip and Government which there-obtains. Ir is a 
plain Caſe, that they who ſeparate from our Church up. 


on the account of Uncommanded Rites-and PraQtices in - 
Gods Worſhip, are ſomething more obliged by this Prin- - 
ciple to avoid Communion with-all Foreign: Churehes;-- 


if Rules for Cuſtoms-concerning things Indifferent, are 


to be found amongſt them all, as moſt certainly ſuch - 


Rules, more or fewer, all of them have : For inthe for- 
V 
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mer Caſe our Separatiſts are diſobedient to their proper 
Governours and Paſtors, whoſe Authority over them is 
more clear and indiſputable, than that of the Goveryours 
of other Churches where they, might happen togo. And 
therefore if they will not in things of this nature, be de- 
termined by an Authority at home, there is leſs reaſon to 
believe their Conſciences will ſufter them to be deter- 
mined therein by one abroad. I conclude therefore, 
that though our Reformation leaves us free ro Commu- 
nicate with all Churches abroad, that do not require ſin- 
tul Terms of Communion, as the Church of Rome does ; 
vet the Separation of the Diſſenters from us, proceeds up- 
on grounds deſtructiveof Communion with any Church 
in the World. : 

Indeed 1 believe moſt of our Diſſenters would Com- 
municate with ſeveral Reformed Churches abroad, but in 
ſo doing, they mult depart from the Principles upon 
which they ſeparate at home ; unleſs they .cdn find a 
Retormed Church which exercifeth no Authority in 


. Forms of Prayer, nor in any indifferent things for the 


external Regulation of Publick Worſhip. But where 
ſuch a Church is to be found, I am yet to be informed. 

And thus much concerning thoſe Differences of the 
Caſe, that are conſequent upon the Niflerence in point of 
Authority and of Terms of Communion. 

3. I come now to conſider the laſt Plea I propounded, 
which I confeſſed was not onely commox to both ſides, 
but which alſo may be as truly aledged on the one ſide, as 
on the other. And that is the Plea of Conſcience. | 


The Diſſenters ſay, that they ſeparate from us, being 


perſwaded that they ought ſo to do. AndI muſt needs 
fay, that ſome degree of Integrity is implied in this Plea, 
if honeſtly it be made ; and ſuch a degree it is, as with- 
out which no man:can be an honeſt man. And there- 


fore inſtead of going about to make it queſtionable whe-. 


ther indeed it be out of Conſcience that they generally 
| ſeparate 


UMI 


UMI 
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ſeparate from -us ; Iſhall here' admit it, adding onely. 
that it ſtands every one of them in hand, to be as fure a: 
they can be, that there is this'Reaſon at leaſt for their 


Separation from us. And'T hope none of them will take * 


this Admonition in ill part, ſince 1 charge my 'felf,' and 
deſire all the People of our own Communion, to 'be 
careful that we be fully perfwaded 1nour own minds; 
that in Duty to God-we are bound to/ſeparateeve from 
the Church of | Rowe'; and that we do not either chuſe. 
one Communion, -or refuſe another ;'for Carnal and 
Worldly Intereſt. For we' fay the 'very ſame thing, 
viz, That in Conſcience we are perſwaded, that to forſake 
the Communiom' of the Church of Rome; "and of every 
Church in her Communion, as the 'Terms of her Com- 
munion now ſtand, is a neceſſary Duty. But'then'if 
we had no more to ſay for our ſelves than this comes to, 
we ſhould make but-a very weak Apologie for our Sepa» 
ration from the Roman Church, and have ſome reaſon to 
be aſhamed of it 7D | 
For, to deal plainly , this is no more than what a 
Turk or 4 Jew may fay for refuſing to become a Chriſti. 
an, and no more than what he may truly fay too; that 
is,*-that his Conſczence will 'not'let him be a- Chriſtian, 
ſince he is verily perſwaded' that Chriſtianity & not from 
God, fo far as it is contrary to the Religion by him 


profeſſed. Now' this, if it be truly faid', ſhall make 


him a' more bonef? Turk or Few, than another that is in 
his Conſcience convinced--of the Truth, which' with 
his mouth he' denies, ' yet it ſhall not ſhake zbat which 


he profeſſes, to be- mote true in'\bis-mouth, than it Bs inx- 


the mouth: of a' Hypocrite;” ' And I ſuppoſe' no Chriſti» 
an will ſay, that his'pretence-of Conſcience, though! it 
be' not" meer Poſey Arete mat of fin-in/ reject 
ing the "Goſpel of ObwiF? whenl(it's offered>e0 him with 
reaſonable Evidence: :! From/whence I think'it follows, 
that the Miſ-;nformation/ of his Conſeience, or his erroneous 
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perſwaſion. is his Sin... And. therefore thyugh it be true 
that, wedo'ſeparate from the; Rowan Communion out. of 
Conſcience, yet;whetherwedo. welkyponhe whole mats 
*ter.un this, or not, muſt, he judged of by thoſe reaſons 
upon which,we-are- perſwaded. that ſo we ought. to do, 
and not meerly by our perſwaſion itſelf. For otherwiſe 
we ſhould lay, down. a. principle that would vindicate-a 
' Man; in, the; greateſt Errors thatean-.becprofets'd, and 
Jaiſie him 3nbe mol} witked ghings.that. can- be:done 
under an,ecrroneous perſwaſion'that thoſe-are not Errors; 
and that theſe are not wicked things. * - fa 
Wherefore I beſeech all thoſe that forſake-the Commu- 
nion,of the Church, of Eng/and,upona gereral-and looſe 
perſwaſign of whiah they..are able- to, give. little-or,no 
particular account, that they do well wn torſaking us, and 
that they ſhould. ſin.in-Communicating with us : I.be- 
ſcechthem, I fay; today this to heart,-and;a moſt evident - 
ruth it 3s,,that-if heir. perſwaſiog, be Erroneous,nthey 
are notwithſtanding their perſwaſion, guilty pf Schifm.- 
And withal, that it they, are 'per{waded this is no great 
matter; as I-plainly- perceive.they-are for the moſt; flagt, 
yet it Schi/m bea;very great,and gggravated fin, neiphes. 
Wil (iis Peonaner aGquitcthqm;ptyge/ln propertionable: 
te.the herppranature gt the ſin}, For my: part: bfhould) 
not envy their ifafetycowld-I beheye; thgy-had:reaſon to: 
berſgeure upon igivingr#his jaergant: of their: Separation, 
ethatihahefily rogy that fbejanayarigled tn Gre/conce. 
PALE IEipiARd there's 2n eadbooByth heve:ireaion to! 
warn them of - the Danger of tuch-Rrefymptions finge! 
apy ofthe Fews and.Aeathens that: deliverediupthe 
Iervanss af Chrift 10zbp falled-Jerghar, Pr ofctſien, -were. 
douþilels;fatisfied. inDoniciencaohetthey did Got Ser 
veer ſaidgngs edi opeuhylT haows ome thathave' 
ſeryed «bf endp-offielienBlendy Elairhodt Remeoimay. 
haye heeni{g peripadedr/teqc. Aut doryou Think. :that 
Ge milk givethem:ehanbalbr, wins chapel,” becauſe 
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yet be ſafely ignorant of -our Daty, as we are Men, or as 
we are Chriſtians, and of that Truth which 1s 'neceſſary 


God made known his W44,” and given' t\the- mers of 


to the performance of that Duty. ' T6 what e&d-hath 


knowing it, and a Reaſonable nature to make'iseapable 


of uſing thoſe means, if Tgnorance might Nill be/Pleaded 
in our Juſtification? For my part, T cannot tell, and let 
him that cannot look to it, .that no Prejudice, 'nor.Pab 
ſion, nor Lazineſs, nor Worldly' Intereſt tie at the'bot- 
tom of his Heart, either to hinder his fear@hing,'or if he 
ſearches, to hinder his finding out that Divine Truth, 
which is the Rule of his Duty. - I fay-this the rather, 
becauſe :no, body will deny that*it is well ſaid.” 'But it 
fares with this as it does with'many other good Siyings, 
it is ſtill by all acknowledged to be good, but it is by tw 
well applied. But thus far at leaſt ] may deſire thoſe of 
the Separation 'to apply it to' themſelves, that if. they 
*«nneceſſaxily divide then &lves from the Communion of 
this Church, thi Perſwafion of rheir Conſcience that they 
are bound to divide from us, 'wiby no! met Bring 


| them off in ſo doing. from the Condemnation that be- 


longs to that fin. " ID ber 
.To.Lrgak the Communion of iq is quite con- 
on'of 63/8; who 


_utive of all th: great ends of Chriſt:gnzty, 
H 2 | and 


oe w- 
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it lies;-and; will be bold to fay, it could ngt be very | 
great, if. it.were. hard for an honeſt and unprejudiced 


-mingd; to. find; what ought, and what ought not to be 


done. to maintain Z/nity of Communion amongſt Chriſtians. 
And therefore it concerns every man, as he tenders the 
falvation of his Soul, to look to it, that the Czuſe of his 


. Separation, hejuſt, . For this is ane of thoſe Caſes where- 


in '2 Sheer Feoralion gr Conſcience will not ſecure a 
,man acting according to it, from ſinning againſt God. 


And from hence it. is evident, that this Plea that we 


cannot. in Conſcience hold Communion with the Church 
of, Rome, may in-our - mouths be a very good Plea a- 
| gain. the Papiſts,. as without queſtion it 1s, if our Con- 
ciences are rightly informed as to the Points controver- 
ted. between them and. us:. But the ſame Plea in the 
mouths of the Diſſenters againſt the Church of England, 
.may not. be good, as moſl certainly it is not, if they are 
perſwaded that our.Church hath given them juſt cauſe 
for their.Separation, when there is. indeed no ſuch mat- 
ter. And therefore we may at leaſt hope that they will 


all of them now ſeriouſly apply themſelves to conſider 
the. merits of. the Cau 


auſe between them and us; . which 
they:are; now-1n; an.eſpecial manner bound to do, ſince 


the-Charity,of the. Miniſters of this City hath made the 


doing of . it. eaſie. to'all Perſons that will be at. the pains - 
to .judge for themſelves, and that by bringing down the 


"particular Queſtions in. Controverſie between them and 


us, . to. the Capacity,;of Ordinary Chriſtians. ' And if 


they will not uſe this Opportunity that is given them to - 
_ *conſider theſe. things, they will. have the more to an-- 
ſwer toGod ; and they moſt of all;- that. diſlwade them 


$* I. 
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maclude. this Point: - Whereas. the ,Papiſts de- 

claim againſt our Separation-from them, undef pretence 
of Conſcience., as. if this 'had ſhewn the way - all 
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ſorts of Sefares to ſeparate from us upon the ſame pre. 
tence : We hope that all Perſons who are not willing 
to be deceived, will be able to diſtinguiſh between a 
miſguided Conſcience on the one hand, and a welkin- 
formed. Conſcience on the other ; and then proceed to 
examine the Reaſoxs of our Separation, whether they 
be not Ju? and Neceſſary: and if they find them fo to 


be, that they will acquit us from all their blame, who 


ſeparate without ſuch Reaſons. For it is very fooliſh 
and unjuſt, not to allow the pretence of Conſcience to 
be good in any Caſe, becaule it is not ſo in all Caſes. 
Surely\ if one mans Conſcience tell him that he may 


and wg Rebel, while himſelf does not believe 


that *tis Rebe/jon he is going about; this hinders not, 
but another \man may lawfully and juſtly pretend Con- 
ſcience for his Loyalty and Duty to the Government. 
And though in ſome places of the World there are 
Soveraign Princes who extend their Authority for the 


mairitaining of Damxable Errors, and the ſuppreſling of . 


Gods Zoly Truth, and all the while believe that they 
uſe their Power as they ought to do ; yet this ſhall not 
hinder but that Princes who believe and profeſs the true 
Religion, and withal protect and encourage it with 
their Authority as much as they can, being fully per- 
ſwaded that fo they ought to do, that they, I fay, ſhall 


for this receive Gods Thanks and Rewards, while the 


former ſhall go without them. In. like * manner Cor- 
ſcience may be pretended for diſobeying the juſt Laws 
of that Authority which God hath ſet in the World, 
and in the Church ; but this ſhall not hinder his Plea 
from being good , who pretends Conſcience for refu- 


ſing to commit 7dolatry, though all-the Powers under - 


Heaven ſhould require him ſo to do. Men may by 


miſtake, think they do God good Service.in murdering 


his Servants; for this has been done by you of the 


Church of Rome, And if- in ſuch plain Caſes as theſe, 
your . 
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your underſtandings have been ſo foully corrupted, it is 


not ſo greatly to be wondred at, that the Judgments of 


other Men are ſo perverted by Intereſt and Pallion, as to 


believe themſelves countermanded by God in things:requt« 
red by their Superiors; but it which it would or be their 
Sin, but a performance of their Duty to obey. And yet 
| hope this Anſwer, Whether it be better to Obey God 'or 
Man, judge ye, was once truly and pertinently made, and 
may te fo again, And ſo math for the Difference of the 
Caſe, withreſpe&to Conſcience ; which was the laſt rhing 
to be conſidered. © /, , 

And now T know that all this will f:gnifie very liftle 


'to eny man that brings not an honeſt mind with him to 


conſider it, cr who had rather take his Opinions in 
theſe rhings upon Truſt, than be at the pains to judge 
tor himſelf, But why ſhould a Man diſparage himſelf 
fo much, as not'to ufe that Underſtanding which God 


. bath given him in macters that concern his Salvation ? 


Why ſhould he be fuch an Enemy to himſelf, as notto 
ſet go a dangerous miſtake, when he may enjoy the 
Truth inſtead of it, if he will uſe Reaſonable Diligence 
to conſider what is faid on both ſides? Give me leave to 
put you in mind of your Duty in this Cafe, inthe words 
of an Ancient Chriſtian Writer : In all matters of Prattice 
and Duty, it concerns every man to uſe his own Fudgment 
and Diſcretion, in ſearching for Truth,. and in weighing 
what is fit to be done, rather than to be betrayed into Error - 
and Sin, by ſuch a credulous reliance upon others, as if him- 
ſelf had not. the Reaſon of a Man, and were incapable of 
Con(ideration., God has given to every Man his ſhare of 
Wit both to find out ſome things by himſelf, and to weigh 
thoſe which. he hears from others. *Tis natural to all men 


to. love Wiſdom, . and to defire the knowledge of the Truth, 
And they make.Fools of themſehves, who without diſcretion 
take the Words of.their Leaders for all that they ſay, and 
follaw them more like Beaſts, than like Reaſonable Crea- - 
FUYES ; 
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tures; Which words are not ſo to be taken, as if it: were” 
Difhonowrabie or Deas to any man to make uſe of 
the tidbp af: others in: learning the Truth :_ For this were 
te defiroy.the. uſe. of the Minifry-in. the Church of 
Chrif4, and to take away the benefit of mutual endea- 
yours to-kkad one another into a right underſtanding of 
our Duty: But for all this, it, may be a very Fooliſh. 
and Unmanly part, and it may betray us into very 
dangerous Errors, not to-aſe our own Judgment at all in 
matters of $in and Duty, and in Opinions leading to the 
one or the other ; but inſtead thereof, to rely altogether 
upon- their Authority 'whom we' have taken for our 
Guides. This is what we ſay both to the People of rhe 
Popiſh and of the Diſſexting Party ; that it they would 
apply themſelves -wath ordinary diligence, and with a 
ſincere Mind, to;find out the Truth in theſe Caſes, they 
would .not meet--with. any great difficulty to perplex 
them. in the way: ; eſpecially if. they. whoſe Authority 
they verymach-rely wpon, would {peak as plainly and 
elearly:;to the:Points in'Queſtion, as, without Vanity I 
may ſay, wehwehitherro done. | | 
::./We-:do: not deſire them. to ſtop their Ears- againſt 

thoſe whom; they: follow at;preſent : All that we:beg of 
them is, that they would not; take: every thing upon 
Ttuſt,. that) others tell them in theſe matcers, but hear - 
Wheat we-alfoi have to offer. to:them, and not onely hear, 
but'confider. and: weighiit,with the; beſt Judgment the 
have. ' And: let me ay this to,all thoſe whom I > 
ſpeak of, whether ' Papifts -or\Differters;\ that if you ſet 
your ſelves with a'finceredeſire of being rightly inlorm- 
ed, to compare our Reaſons with, them ,whom hitherto 
you have truſted, ſome; advantage {you Will gain, by it, 
whatever. the ſucceſs be, / For if 'the Truth: be not an. our. 
fide; you; will in all likelihoed-get this benefit, by it, to, 
be:;confirmed /in your:.own way., -upon, better grounds, 
than you- bad. before. But f-4t 6, its: then' to. be 
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hoped that through the Grace of God you will difcern 
it and entertain it, for which bleſſing you and we ſhall 
have great reaſon to yield our hearty Thanks and Prai- 
ſes to the Father of Lights, who giveth Wiſdom to them 
that ask bim. Burt if you ſhould be fo unhappily preju- 
diced on the wrong ſide as to miſs this benefit, yet let 
me tell you it will turn to ſome. good account for you 
at laſt, thar you took pains to be better informed ; and 
that you were not altogether wanting to your'ſelves to 
come to a right underſtanding of your Duty in theſe 
particulars; by diſpoſing your ſelves to Impartiality, and 
by Reading, and Meditating, and Praying in all this, for 
the Illumination of Gods Holy Spirit. | 
And now, Itruſt, there is little need to tell you, that 
if your Leaders diſcourage you from taking this pains, it 
may juſtly make you ſuſpe& that your Cauſe will not 
bear the Trial. It they would keep up your Confidence 
by their own, and all the while divert you' from compa- 
ring one thing with another,' and from''trying what is 
faid on both ſides ; you have ſufficient cauſe to- queſtion 
either their Honeſty or their Underſtanding. And the 
more unwilling they are that you ſhould examine what 
we and they fay, the more Reaſon do they give you to 
reſolve that you will do fo. W322 *Þ 16 | 
I have ſhewn how greatly different the Gaſe of the 
True Engliſh Proteſtant is from that of the PapifF on the 
 oge hand, and that of the' Separati/ on the other. And 
though the difference be fo very notorious-as it is,” yet 
we know the Popifh Prieſts have repreſented our Refor- 
mation-under ſuch Colours, as to-make it look like #z- 
zaticiſm, and the Diſſenters are made to believe on. the 
other hand that our Reformation is but-a better ſort-of 
Popery. And ſome little popular thingsare faid on both 
fides to make theſe pretences look like Truth. But 
now I have brought theſe Colours into the Light; and 
. f you will but take upon your ſelves to uſe your own 
peg ; Eyes, 
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Fyes, you may, I think, eaſily diſcern that you have 
been all this while abuſed. Ar leaſt, I have given you 
Reaſon enough to make farther Inquiries, and to conſider 
more. particular Queſtions. Bur if upon reading this 
general Diſcourſe, you ſhould refolve to keep where you 
are, and to trouble your ſelves no farther ; I am confi- 
dent the true reaſon thereof muſt be this, that you are 
afraid to proceed, leſt you ſhould be convinced : and 
this is nothing leſs than WitfuZy to bar up your minds 
againſt the knowledge of the Truth. For though f have 
no conceit of this performance, as if I had done any great 
matter in it, yet I am conſcious to my ſelf that I inten- 
ded- honeſtly all along; and I am ſure T have written 
plainly, and have laid ſome things together that may 
give juſt occaſion to any well-meaning Papif# or Sefary 
ro queſtion the ſafety of the way he 1s in at preſent, e- 
ſpecially if he has never troubled himſelf to conſider 
theſe things before. 

And now I do heartily defire you all, for T cannot de- 
fire this too often or too earneſtly, that you would take 
the Word of God for your Rule, and propound the Re- 
wards of another Life for your end, and ſet the Fear of 
God before your Eyes, whilſt you conſider and examine 
theſe things. It is our concern for the ſafety of your 
Souls, 2s well as for the Welfare of this Poor Church, ſo 
diſtreſſed with Adverfaries on both ſides, that putteth us 
forward upon all occaſions to lay theſe things before you. 
Do not therefore read theſe Books, which are indeed 
publiſht for your ſakes, as if they were written againf? you. 


There is not one of us, I am confident, but is troubled , 


to ſee you expoſe your ſelves to the-Penalties of the Laws 
of the Land' thatare againſt you ; but we are more ſorry 
to conſider, that at the fame time you do alſo incur the 
high diſpleaſure of God. We would fain have you to a- 
void both the one and the other. And if you would 


hearken to us, theworſt you would get by it, is to _ 
I witl 
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with lefs diſturbance in this World ; but whether that 
ſhould prove true or not, you would walk in'a more fafe 
and plain way to Heaven, than that which-any of you 
areinat preſent. And[I hope you would not grudge that 
good which this Church ſhould receive by your return to 
us, when you would do your ſelves ſo much more by it. - 
If therefore you think our Importunity troubleſom, 


pray remember what it is that makes us unportunate 


and let no miſconſtruttionof the Deſign of your Friends, 
render their honeſt Endeavours ineffectual to your Con- 
viction, We would have you underſtand the Truth, and 
do your Duty ; and as this end 1s charitable, ſo you muſt 


needs grant thoſe means to be charitable alſo,.by which 


we are contributing towards it. It is indeed our Con- 
cern,. that theſe means ſhould take place ; bur it is yours 
ſomething more, if you are under great and dangerous 
miſtakes, as I am perſwaded you are. But if you ſhould 
be ſo prejudiced againſt us, as to think that we write 
theſe Controverſies more in concern for the Temporal 
Intereſts of this Church, than for your Spiritual Good ; 
Pray will you make this . profitable uſe of that hard 
thought, as to excel us in this matter,. by being more 
careful not to mix any carnal and worldly Atte@ion 
with your Judgment in Reading theſe things, than you 
imagine us to be in Writing of them. Be as ſtrict as you 
will in Examining what we fay in behalf of our Church; 
ogely be willing that Truth ſhould:overcome ; and con- 
ſider that if that prevails againſt your Errors, you indeed 
aretheConguerors,and that the greateſt Gain will be yours, 
both in this World, and in the World to come. 

I have no mind to pre-judge which Party it is that we 
may hope to win more of to the Truth, than of the o- 
ther ; being very willing to believe that there is no cauſe 
of deſpairing todo good on either ſide. | 

As for the Diſſenters, methinks it ſhould not be hard 
to diflwade the. moſt of them from breaking the Commu. 

non 
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non of that Church any longer, with which they agree 
in the ſubftaxce of Faith and Worſhip, and from differing 
with A«thority for the future about things indifferent. 
The cauſe of the Separation, as it is managed by them- 
felves, is ſo very ſlight, that one would hope they ſhould 
be of themſelves ſomething afraid to venture their bein 
Scbiſmaticks upon it, and/conſequently that they ſhould 
be ready to confider what has been faid toſhew that there 
is indeed no juſt Cauſe given them to ſeparate from our 
Church ; and that there is no. reaſon to call any thing 
Popery, which they diſlike in our Communion, as ſome 
of them have done, to the great diſadvantage of the Pro- 
teftant' Religion ; ſince as much as in them lay, they: 
have'made the World believe that the Cauſe of Popery 
is better than it is ; and that it doth not conſiſt onely of 
Opinions and Praftices that cannot be defended, ' but of 
ſome alſo that may. And: it is not the leaſt kindneſs that 
the indiſcreet Zeal of ſome Proteſtants hath done 'to the 
Church of Rome; that they have inveighed- againſt ſome: 
things, which may be eafily juſtified, as if they alſo were 
Popiſh Corruptions. And the Learned Men of that Church 
have not been behind hand'in making uſe of this advan- 
tage, and that by ſtraining their utmoſt Wit,” to repreſent 
the Proteſtant Religion under fach Colours, as if it ſtood 
in oppoſition to Epiſcopacy and Diturgie, and toall Eccle- 
fraſtical Canons and Conſtitutions. And I am perſwaded 
the Diſſenters cannot do the Proteſtant Religion a greater 
kindneſs, than by forbearing to give them this occaſion 
for the future. For let a Cauſe be never- ſo good in it ſelf, 
it is never likely to thrive in their hands, who inſtead of 
preſſing their Adverſaries with what they can never 
maintain, are ſtill forward-to- deny what they are well 
able to prove. | 
As for the Papiſts amongft us, their miſtakes in Faith 
and Worſhip are ſo groſs and foul, that if they would: 
give themſelves a little time to conſider what has, and 
what 
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